
As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Akee Weaks 

Norfolk, VA, 23504, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mayte Alonso 

Youngtown, AZ, 85363, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Andrea Monaghan 

Redding, CA, 96002, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bryan Kikta 

Davison, MI, 48423, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Yvette Kelly 

Taunton, MA, 02780, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Stephani Hemness 

Olympia, WA, 98512, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kristen Gerhardt 

Council BluUs, IA, 51503, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Karen ProUitt 

Cedar Rapids, IA, 52411, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ernest Kight 

Conyers, GA, 30013, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Julie Dunn 

Atascadero, CA, 93422, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ralphie Beam 

Fort Ashby, WV, 26719, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dan Isaacson 

Boca Raton, FL, 33433, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joann Boling 

Cuyahoga Falls, OH, 44221, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
William Burnworth 

WILTON MANORS, FL, 33311-3722, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Deirdre Barrett 

Salem, MA, 01970, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marilyn Rousseau 

East Stroudsburg, PA, 18301, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Paul Monette 

Cambridge, MA, 02138, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Stuart Brune 

Duvall, WA, 98019, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Steva Cowen 

circleville, OH, 43113-9391, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Albert Malave 

Sunny Isles Beach, FL, 33160, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joan Sullivan 

Madison, WI, 53711, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nancy Mills 

League City, TX, 77573, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mr T Lozaw 

Charleston, WV, 25301, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary A Valliere 

Elyria, OH, 44035, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dorothy Salado 

Omaha, NE, 68105, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Virginia Ferreira 

Wilmington, NC, 28412, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
M Stone 

Austin, TX, 78744, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Amelia Green 

Greensboro, NC, 27403, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Agnes Gillespie MD 

PLACERVILLE, CA, 95667, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Renee Patterson 

Shandon, CA, 93461, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Charlotte Smith 

LAKE OSWEGO, OR, 97034, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ann Gazda 

Bartlett, IL, 60103, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Spencer Rands 

denver, CO, 80224, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathleen Obi 

WEBSTER, NY, 14580-9656, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mark Lukas 

Sandown, NH, 03873, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Helene Frucci 

Fort Collins, CO, 80526, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Janis VanWyhe 

Brush Prairie, WA, 98606-4710, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Helen Davis 

Elmira, OR, 97437, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Susan ONeall 

Aspen, CO, 81611, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Oleksii Bilous 

Maple Valley, WA, 98038-7830, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nancy Rea 

Los Angeles, CA, 90035, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Terrie Williams 

Vidor, TX, 77662, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ellen GriUin 

San Antonio, TX, 78250, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Reid Jacobson 

Lake Lillian, MN, 56253, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jaryl Crosby 

Muncie, IN, 47304, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Greg Powell 

Murphy, OR, 97533, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sherri Kaiser 

Tonasket, WA, 98855, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joan Anderson 

Portland, OR, 97202-5828, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bonnie Phillips 

Salt Lake City, UT, 84111, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Chelsea Bailey 

Graniteville, SC, 29829, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
John Nella 

Playa Del rey, CA, 90293, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Renae Martinez 

Fort Worth, TX, 76118, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lawrence Weisberg 

Los Angeles, CA, 90057, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rosario Natalia Duran 

Corpus Christi, TX, 78416, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Angela Klein 

Oregon City, OR, 97045, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lukas Weatherford 

PHILADELPHIA, PA, 19147, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Burton Tidwell 

Wichita, KS, 67206, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Scott Shannon 

Franklin, NC, 28734, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sandi Belier 

Mission Viejo, CA, 92692, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Brenda Roudebush 

Portland, OR, 97230, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Laura Boyd 

Ribera, NM, 87560, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Karyn Garret 

West Bend, WI, 53095, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jolene Wyese 

Adrian, MI, 49221, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kate Considine 

Oxnard, CA, 93030, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Thomas Smith 

URBANA, OH, 43078, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Diane Skrutskie 

Raleigh, NC, 27607, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Arlene Lundquest 

Elmira, NY, 14903, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Chasity Smothermon 

Ft Wayne, IN, 46814, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Florence Silverstein 

Valley Village, CA, 91607, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathy Linale 

Napa, CA, 94558, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jerry Cruise 

BlueField, VA, 24605, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
John Zupansic 

Duluth, MN, 55808, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cynthia Donoho 

Gainesville, GA, 30501, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lynda Ohman 

Bremerton, WA, 98311, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Brenda Evans - Carter 

Manassas Park, VA, 20111, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Diane Richard 

Summersville, KY, 42782, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lynn Savonen 

Bonners Ferry, ID, 83805, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Glenn Wood 

Moon Twp, PA, 15108, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Judith Winston 

Chagrin Falls, OH, 44023, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Megan Turner 

Beaver Dam, WI, 53916, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sandra Sankar 

East Greenbush, NY, 12061, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Alan Straight 

National City, CA, 91950, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Alaina Evans 

Howell, MI, 48855, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
dawn rutkowski 

N. Ft. Myers, FL, 33903, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Fernando Figueroa 

Clinton, MD, 20735, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mike Petrie 

WHITLEY CITY, KY, 42653, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathleen Jermann 

The Dalles, OR, 97058, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Susan McCarter Wade 

Oak Creek, WI, 53154, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bruce Dean 

Wilmington, DE, 19804, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Grace Lappin 

Cypress, TX, 77429, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rose Grimmett 

Oxford, AL, 36203, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kellyann Firmstone 

Northampton, PW, 18067, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
BRUCE ROBERTS 

Jackson, MI, 49201, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Virleen Strahan 

Montgomery, TX, 77316, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Anna Allen 

Livonia, MI, 48154, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Colleen Evans 

Sacramento, CA, 95818-3323, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary Music 

Kansas City, MO, 64123, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dave Larish 

Cortlandt Manor, NY, 10567, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Paula Noble 

Van Buren TWP, MI, 48111, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
AB Neiman 

Newtown, CT, 06470, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
mark hillengas 

Rochester, NY, 14618, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Anthony Haugen 

Clear Lake, IA, 50428, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Barbara Gallo 

Santa Cruz, CA, 95062, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Wendy Steele 

Fruitland, ID, 83655, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ron StClair 

LHC, AZ, 86404, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Diane Mitchell 

Canton, MI, 48187, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Laurie Wallace/Lanham 

Montgomery village, MD, 20886, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dawn, Tommy Morphis 

Cedar Park, TX, 78613, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jenise Perez 

Richmond, CA, 94804, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Loree McKenna 

Pendleton, OR, 97801-9306, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Adrian Langton 

Apopka, FL, 32703, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kenneth Wallace 

Milton, FL, 32570, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary Lou Carlson 

Clinton, IA, 52732-5115, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Diane Clinkscale 

Select State, TX, 75115, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
John Bernhardt 

SPRING, TX, 77379, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cathy Vega 

Tucson, AZ, 85710, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Velvia Garner 

Denver, CO, 80249, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kate Kelley 

Ocala, FL, 34482, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Phyllis Agin 

NORTHBRIDGE, MA, 01534-1152, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Susannah C Landis 

West Hartford, CT, 06117, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joel Schmiegel 

Indianapolis, IN, 46226, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nate Evans 

falls, PA, 18615, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sarah Cutler 

Blaine, WA, 98230, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Connie Celestino 

Johnston, IA, 50131, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lora Childs 

Okatie, SC, 29909, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kerstin Foglesong 

Baker City, OR, 97814-4127, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carolyn Smith 

BLUFF ESTATES, SC, 29209, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Amber Snowden 

Austin, TX, 78747, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Akino Mori 

Rolling Hills Estates, CA, 90274, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Leslie Sandoval 

Hialeah, FL, 33014, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
James Wagner 

Fox Point, WI, 53217, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Elizabeth Grant 

Dell Rapids, SD, 57022, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gail Moore 

Menifee, CA, 92584, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Norah Lewis 

Littleton, NH, 03561, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mike Gabriel 

San Francisco, CA, 94114, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ray Waters 

Jacksonville, FL, 32211, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lloyd Dover 

Cave Springs, AR, 72718, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mike McDonald 

Skiatook, OK, 74070, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
MARY ZEHE 

Painesville, OH, 44077, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michelle HuU 

Springfield, OH, 45504, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ruth Hardin 

Urbandale, IA, 50322, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
MaryLou Stephen 

LEESBURG, FL, 34748, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michelle Li do 

Wesley Chapel, FL, 33543, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Heidi Neidzwiecki 

Largo, FL, 33771, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michele Beckner 

Kingspoort, TN, 37663, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Vinodkumar Gadley 

Las Vegas, NV, 89108, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Noel Levy 

Baltimore, MD, 21208, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Daphne Ball 

Peoria, AZ, 85381, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lori Melching 

San Dimas, CA, 91773, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Richard Stimpel 

SAINT PAUL, MN, 55109, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Darla Chontos 

West MiUlin, PA, 15122, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gwendolyn Pate 

Danville, VA, 24540, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kevin Milam 

Seattle, WA, 98117, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tyrone Martinez 

Westwood, NJ, 07675, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joseph Reidy 

Groveland, MA, 01834, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Alicia frecker 

brandon, FL, 33510, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Susan Richards 

Del Mar, CA, 92014, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Donald Christopherson 

Chelsea, MI, 48118, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Paul Carr 

West Linn, OR, 97068, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Brenda Frey 

WEST SENECA, NY, 14224, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Julie Grana 

Redding, CA, 96001, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cyndi Wallintin 

Beaver Dam, WI, 53916, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Priscilla Regalado 

Richmond, CA, 94804, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
JeUrey Duex 

Davenport, IA, 52803, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Pamela Mercer 

Semmes, AL, 36575, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
C. Cotterman 

Philo, OH, 43771, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
John Willian 

Henderson, NV, 89014, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Debi McGregor 

Fontana, CA, 92336-4445, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
rachel fischbach 

Moorpark, CA, 93021, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Holly Yates 

WEST GREENWICH, RI, 02817, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
angelo filigenzi 

green valley, AZ, 85614, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gilbert Cadena 

SAN ANTONIO, TX, 78254, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Layla Brown 

COLUMBIA, MO, 65201, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathleen Bermes 

Montgomery, IL, 60538, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Perkins Drake 

Long Beach, CA, 90802, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
sherm parker 

Queensbury, NY, 12804, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Esther Streisfeld 

Eugene, OR, 97405, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Coulbrith Talbot 

Denham Springs, LA, 70726, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Theresa Mueller 

Old Mill Crk, IL, 60046, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jennifer Gralinski 

Pawtucket, RI, 02860, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Linda Wood 

Philadelphia, PA, 19119-4007, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Amanda Bier 

St. Louis, MO, 63129, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Star Light 

Eureka Springs, AR, 72632-9711, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ana Flores Solis 

El Paso, TX, 79932, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bronwen Dyll 

Addison, TX, 75001, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Linda Bolton 

Albuquerque, NM, 87122, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Julie A Fox 

Milwaukie, OR, 97267, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Wayne Carlson 

Palm Bay, FL, 32907, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
BLANCHE ELLIS 

Brazoria, TX, 77422, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
steven aibel 

huntington, NY, 11743, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dore R 

KENMORE, WA, 98028, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joy Hurst 

Newark, CA, 94560, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Clay Weisenbarger 

columbus, OH, 43214, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
William James 

FREMONT, CA, 94538, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michele Kitt 

Virginia Beach, VA, 23455-2115, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Alexander Ciamaga 

Englewood, NJ, 07631, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Troy Brewer 

Mesa, AZ, 85208, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Thad Byrd 

Cottageville, SC, 29435, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary Page 

Clearwater, FL, 33756, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
John Jenkins 

Rochester, NY, 14624, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sonya Curry 

Highland, IL, 62249, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carol Kelly 

CHICO, CA, 95926, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Erica Feibes 

Louisville, KY, 40205, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Vickie ODay 

Dayton, OH, 45420, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Paul Gregg 

Holmen, WI, 54636-2011, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Stephanie Neogra 

Farmingville, NY, 11738, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathryn Dodds 

Brick, NJ, 08724, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marilynne Pryor 

Long Beach, CA, 90802, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Deborah Proto-Maring 

Sister Bay, WI, 54234, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dave Kisor 

Pahoa, HI, 96778, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cheryl Johnson 

Macomb, IL, 61455-9703, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Richard Hicks 

Winston-Salem, NC, 27103, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Barbara Saler 

Pinole, CA, 94564, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
John Senska 

Racine, WI, 53405, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Heidi HoUer 

Gley, AZ, 85308, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Chris JeUries 

HUNTINGTON BEACH, CA, 92646, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sabra Lugthart 

Ukiah, CA, 95482, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
JoAnn Dimeck 

Bloomsbury, NJ, 08804, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
vivian blackstone 

San Diego, CA, 92128-2646, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
William Lowery 

Mount Dora, FL, 32757, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Beverly Rockabrand 

San Francisco, CA, 94109, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jay Kidd 

GRANTS PASS, OR, 97526, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Judith Fry 

Wellsboro, PA, 16901, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Leticia A 

Pasadena, CA, 91105, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
susan Borgel 

O'Fallon, MO 63366, MO, 63366-2277, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
BRENDA DAVIS 

HENDERSON, NV, 89015, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tara Pecore 

needles, CA, 92363, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Margaret Tucker 

Baltimore, MD, 21220, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Integrated Security 

Franklin square, NY, 11010, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Yolanda Caro 

Oklahoma City, OK, 73120, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Juan Michael Gil 

Pembroke pines, FL, 33328, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Donna Koral 

HoUman Estates, IL, 60192, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
MARNIE SPERLING 

Whippany, NJ, 07981, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Laurie Rosenbloom 

VIRGINIA BEACH, VA, 23456, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Naomi Wilson 

Maplewood, MN, 55109, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
jeUrey king 

Los Angeles, CA, 90031, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dijana Dzamonja 

Madison, WI, 53703, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Trena Martinez 

International Falls, MN, 56649, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bonita Barton 

Sarasota, FL, 34234, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Chris Casadonte 

Little Falls, NY, 13365, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Irving Soto 

West Palm Beach, FL, 33415, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Charles Graham 

Lincon, NE, 68516, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jody Fleit 

Rowley, MA, 01969, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jayne Gorup 

Alachuaa, FL, 32615, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sarah Cohen 

Phila, PA, 19119, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Isaac Cook 

simi valley, CA, 93063, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mark Curtin 

FITZWILLIAM, NH, 03447, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Karen Peterson 

Anoka, MN, 55303-1385, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
David Luxton 

Mission Viejo, CA, 92691-1221, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dennis Meredith 

Florence, OR, 97439, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Matthew Cole 

Sunnyvale, CA, 94087, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
George Smylie 

Elma, WA, 98541, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Elizabeth Jewell 

Upper Darby, PA, 19082, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Andres Soberon 

Miami, FL, 33177, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
F Meek 

Steamboat Springs, CO, 80477-3510, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Katherine Cieplinski 

Kent, OH, 44240, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tristan Hathorn-Wilkins 

Diboll, TX, 75941, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jane Sentelle 

Hurricane, WV, 25526, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Janet Ross Snyder 

Marshfield, VT, 05658, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ian Jones 

Aurora, CO, 80014, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Pati Burke 

Hubbardston, MA, 01452, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ledlie Bell 

Charleston, SC, 29407, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lori Nelson 

Norwich, CT, 06360, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
jim voet 

oxford, OH, 45056, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rose Cassie 

Collinsville, OK, 74021, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Steven Wilson 

Lapeer, MI, 48446, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kim Hill 

Brooklyn NY, NY, 11207, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Megan Doughman 

Bloomington, IN, 47403, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Moneka Ola Hurt 

Beaverton, OR, 97003, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jerry Okubo 

Shoreline, WA, 98155, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Merari Miranda 

Lyndhurst, OH, 44124, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Maria Palacios 

Citrus Heights, CA, 95621, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Vicki Prouty 

Plano, TX, 75023, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Linda Farfante 

Tampa, FL, 33647, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michelle Welsh 

Pasadena, CA, 91107, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marilyn Tripp 

San Diego, CA, 92124, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Larry Peacock 

Portland, OR, 97211, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
linda martinez 

Los Angeles, CA, 90032, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
David Foley 

Robbinsdale, MN, 55422-2108, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
nancy hemingway 

ringoes, NJ, 08551, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Liz Engstrom 

Scottsdale, AZ, 85255, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Denise Barham 

Chester, VA, 23831, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rosita Myhaliuk 

Queens, NY, 11418, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Peter Gebauer 

Monmouth, IL, 61462, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Yasmin Thompson 

Rockford, IL, 61114, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dorothy Michaelson 

Seattle, WA, 98199, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marylyn Bowman 

Hampton, VA, 23664, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
carol schaefbauer 

Ft. Lauderdale, FL, 33308, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joanne Rile 

Rydal, PA, 19046, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kate Gorman 

MORGAN HILL, CA, 95037, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Charles Varonen 

Diamondhead, MS, 39525, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
William Randall 

Leavenworth, WA, 98826, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Martha Mamula 

San Jose, CA, 95124, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Paul Olexia 

KALAMAZOO, MI, 49009, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nyla Thomson 

Prescott, AZ, 86305, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lori Gezelman 

St Augustine, FL, 32095, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Melinda Burg 

Cincinnati, OH, 45238, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Amos Frank 

Fairbanks, AK, 99701, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Leslie Joseph 

Gainesville, FL, 32606-7040, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jennifer Ivey 

Raleigh, NC, 27604, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Becki Nelles 

Ashland, WI, 54806, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Brad Shoults 

lapeer, MI, 48446, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Andrea Woods-Gordon 

Philadelphia, PA, 19119, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Connor Chesus 

Ben Lomond, CA, 95005, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bethann Walmus 

Austin, TX, 78759, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Laurel A Helmeyer 

SHOKAN, NY, 12481, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rosemary Clark 

Rocky Mount, NC, 27804, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Latisha Gonzalez 

Angier, NC, 27501, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
irene radke 

Mooresville, NC, 28117, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Richard LaPenna 

sarasota, FL, 34242, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Becky Glupczynski 

Brooklyn, NY, 11226, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
laurie sendera 

valparaiso, IN, 46383, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
TRESHANA BRYCE 

PHILADELPHIA, PA, 19139, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rochelle Rappaport 

Philadelphia, PA, 19111, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mark Sisco 

Mccormick, SC, 29835, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Thomas Barnes 

Mansfield, MA, 02048, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Diana Werbianskyj 

Elkhart, IN, 46516, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cynthia Withers 

Land O Lakes, FL, 34638, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Elaine Cooper 

Dingmans Ferry, PA, 18328, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mohamed Bouraima 

Ridgewood, NY, 11385, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Penny McNeil 

Liberty Hill, TX, 78642, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sanuon Suth 

Chatham, IL, 62629, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Allen Marcum 

Lexington, KY, 40509, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carmen Rodriguez 

Union City, CA, 94587, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Claudio Avila 

Chubbuck, ID, 83202, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jean Redmiles 

Ellicott City, MD, 21043, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jim McKone 

Myrtle Beach, SC, 29577, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carolyn Dolen 

VENTURA, CA, 93001, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kyle Edwards 

HAMILTON, NJ, 08610, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mel Gesme 

Buhl, ID, 83316, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Laura McCready 

Toms River, NJ, 08755, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Janice King 

Walla Walla, WA, 99362, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jo Anne BrieU 

New York, NY, 10128, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Diane Cooper 

Bayville, NJ, 08721-1379, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sheila Meyers 

Myerstown, PA, 17067, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dawn Polny 

Long Beach, CA, 90813, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Eduardo Diaz 

Douglasville, GA, 30135, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Phillip C. Smith 

Davisville, WV, 26142, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Eileen Manno 

Mount Prospect, IL, 60056, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mai Oja 

Independence, OR, 97351, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Aimee Ellis 

Taylor Mill, KY, 41015, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Heather Kempf 

Culver, OR, 97734, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marion Schultz 

Chicago, IL, 60655, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Candace MacEwen 

San Jose, CA, 95129, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jonathan Rohrer 

Petersburg, IL, 62675, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
David Emerson 

Lincoln, CA, 95648, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Steven Hadfield 

Matthews, NC, 28105, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Barbara CliUord 

Montrose, PA, 18801, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
John Deegan 

Villanova, PA, 19085, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Linda Inglin 

Marysville, WA, 98271, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marcia HoUman 

Altadena, CA, 91001, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Karel McLaughlin 

Cedar Rapids, IA, 52405-1445, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sue Nash 

Murfreesboro, TN, 37129, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Allison Rensch 

Los Angeles, CA, 90210, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ann Mascalino 

TomsRiver, NJ, 08757, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ferd Meda 

Warren, VT, 05674, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Paul Howard 

Corvallis, OR, 97333, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Liese Tillotson 

Richland Hills, TX, 76118, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Brenda Clark 

Santa Clara, CA, 95050-5537, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Phung Nguyen 

Santa Ana, CA, 92705, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ronald Hull 

SCHENECTADY, NY, 12308, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sheila Jones 

Youngsville, NC, 27596, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Anne Calomeni 

Birmingham, MI, 48009, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Alan Sherman 

Belle Mead, NJ, 08502, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Wayne  S. Augenstein 

Westfield, NJ, 07090, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
James Green 

Williamsburg, VA, 23188, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Crystal Fullerton 

Mankato, KS, 66956, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Patty Conrad 

University Heights, OH, 44118, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michelle Roberts 

TRINIDAD, CO, 81082, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Barbara Stanton-Hirst 

Atlanta, GA, 30326, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
bruce woods 

Chicago, IL, 60641, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Penny Kinney 

Austin, MN, 55912, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Maria Feki 

Gibsonia, PA, 15044, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Josephine Cordova 

LOCHBUIE, CO, 80603, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
David BuUano 

Trilla, IL, 62469, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Symphony Barnes 

Chino Hills, CA, 91709, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lois McCampbell 

Ventura, CA, 93003, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Betty West 

Tarzana, CA, 91356, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gerald Berry 

GROVE, OK, 74345, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carolyn Heine 

Mentor, OH, 44060, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
gloria roane 

D0ver, DE, 19901, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gina W 

Umatilla, FL, 32784, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Debora Barney 

Las Vegas, NV, 89144, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Beverly Kepford 

Eureka Springs, AR, 72631, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
T H 

El Cajon, CA, 92021, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sudan St john 

Pittsfield, MA, 01201, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jolyn Wells-Moran 

Shoreline, WA, 98155, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
muriel nesbitt 

Port Angeles, WA, 98362, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nikki Coslet 

Richmond, TX, 77406, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Perry Cristiano 

Attleboro, MA, 02703, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cherie Fry 

Spring valley, CA, 91977, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jennifer Smith 

Dawson Springs, KY, 42408, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Danessa Medina 

Garland, TX, 75043, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nasira Abdul-Aleem 

Emeryville, CA, 94608, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sheila Love 

CINCINNATI, OH, 45240, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nichole Rizzico 

Cranston, RI, 02910, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Laura Stransky 

Rimrock, AZ, 86335, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michele Truell 

Las Vegas, NV, 89147, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Anita Slayton 

Naples, FL, 34119, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bernice Pierre 

Port St Lucie, FL, 34953, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
George Gilfoil 

So. Portland, ME, 04106, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Alex Jones 

South Elgin, IL, 60177, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
John Heinz 

Joliet, IL, 60436, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ileana Traslavina 

East Hampton, NY, 11937, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Pamela Spaulding 

Austin, TX, 78741, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
William Kordus 

NEENAH, WI, 54956-4339, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
patricia rizzo 

north east, PA, 16428, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Hecht 

Levittown, PA, 19057-3305, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ruth Hudson 

Elizabethtown, KY, 42701, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cheryl Clementine 

Binghanton, NY, 13904, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Forbes 

Aston, PA, 19014, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
AM Cannon 

Hurst, TX, 76054, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Pamela Schriver 

Ontario, CA, 91761, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Alyzia Bjornson 

Portland, OR, 97236, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Thomas Tulenko 

Ambler, PA, 19002, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Brooke White 

St. Petersburg, FL, 33713, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Laurie Neese 

Southold, NY, 11971, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Brinda Davis 

Vancouver, WA, 98662, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ellen Black 

Scottsdale, AZ, 85251, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Antonia Leonetti 

Menifee, CA, 92584, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tony White 

Santa Rosa, CA, 95405, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Laurie Messenger 

Brighton, CO, 80601, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Maurits Philippi 

San Diego, CA, 92128, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Elaine Knox 

Centennial, CO, 80015, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
MARK UHL 

Tampa, FL, 33634, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Susan Richardson 

Modesto, CA, 95350, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Antonia Kuhn 

BOISE, ID, 83713, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Glen Hancock 

Houston, TX, 77014, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Darlene Viggiano 

Pahoa, HI, 96778-8417, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Peggy Brown 

Oxnard, CA, 93030, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sandy Aversa 

Ballwin, MO, 63012, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Amy Kean 

Potosi, MO, 63664, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Paula Thomas Nelson 

Elk Grove, CA, 95758, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Violeta Cordova 

Elk Grove, CA, 95624, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
S. Frost 

Milwaukee, WI, 53204, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Elaine Mark 

Smithtown, NY, 11787, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Maxine Flasher-Duzgunes 

Mill Valley, CA, 94941, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mark Kelsey 

Albuquerque, NM, 87110, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dr. Diana Kirschner 

Boca Raton, FL, 33431, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michael McMullen 

Pekin, IL, 61554, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Karmaletha Brown 

Sugar Creek, MO, 64050, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Elizabeth McCoy 

Cleburne, TX, 76033, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nikhila Thoutam 

Phoenix, AZ, 85048, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lisa Edwards 

Garfield Heights, OH, 44125, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Karen Adams 

Portland, OR, 97236, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Debbie DiBenedetto 

Morgan Hill, CA, 95037, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Teba Saoud 

Skokie, IL, 60077, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Debra Belisle 

Ludlow, MA, 01056, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Barbarra Booker 

Georgiana, AL, 36033, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jennifer M Baldwin 

Beaverton, OR, 97006-5824, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Leey73 Canapetti 

Milford, CT, 06460, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Donna Runyon 

COVINGTON, VA, 24426, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mark Simmons 

Brooklyn, NY, 11209, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Chandler 

Honolulu, HI, 96815, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Graham Wilson 

Soddy Daisy, TN, 37379, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sue Roberts 

Winnetka, CA, 91306, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Laurie Mettam 

Chapel Hill, NC, 27516, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nancy kamin 

santa monica, CA, 90405, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Alan Paulson 

Gettysburg, PA, 17325, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kelly Becker 

HOUSTON, TX, 77063, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
DAVID RUFFNER 

Terrell, TX, 75160, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sandra Knepp 

ThreeRivers, MI, 49093, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Susan List 

New City, NY, 10956, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
James Yancey 

Moss Point, MS, 39562, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rory Miller 

Philadelphia, PA, 19116, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cindy Hill 

Sulphur springs, TX, 75482, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Zander Cleveland 

Arlington, TX, 76002, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Terri Rushfeldt 

Lampasas, TX, 76550, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Pierson 

Channelview, TX, 77530, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Diane Barton 

Pompano Beach, FL, 33060, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Patricia Lee 

WALLED LAKE, MI, 48390-4404, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Stephanie Glazer 

Farmington hills, MI, 48331, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michael Harter 

Chicago, IL, 60620, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
James Wiessener 

Maryville, TN, 37801, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dionna Shavers 

Akron, OH, 44320, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cindy Y Araya 

Miami, FL, 33157, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cathy Cerny 

Park Ridge, IL, 60068, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marion Blomeke 

Hamilton, IN, 46742, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
cynthia konchar 

Tiverton, RI, 02878, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ellen Canter 

Phoenix, AZ, 85018, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Julia Mair 

New York, NY, 10034, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Wanda Spillers 

Keene, TX, 76059, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Debra Truax 

Valparaiso, IN, 46383, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
vivian mulholland 

Cincinnati, OH, 45241, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robin Dillon 

Clayton, DE, 19938, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nicole Georgedes 

San jose, CA, 95125, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lisa Schoonover 

Pekin, IL, 61554, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Stefanie Kokai 

Chippewa Lake, OH, 44215, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Danny Otis 

Raytown, MO, 64133, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Patricia Castillo 

Ventura, CA, 93004, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Hernandez Hernandez 

Caldwell, ID, 83607, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Patricia Fatchett 

Edina, MN, 55435, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Noel Marra 

Pepper Pike, OH, 44124, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Paula Santamaria 

Atlanta, GA, 30319, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nichole Shannon 

Pasadena, MD, 21122, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tamara Johnson 

Chattanooga, TN, 37419, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
MICHELE GESSNER 

Macungie, PA, 18062, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Genise Gerk 

Thornton, CO, 80229, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Steven Frann 

Manchester, NH, 03104, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
John Compton 

Durham, NC, 27701, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Karl Johnson 

Benbrook, TX, 76126, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Danny Cumberledge 

Youngstown, OH, 44504-1314, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
GEORGE NAUFUL 

Nipomo, CA, 93444, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mumina Adams 

Pittsburgh, PA, 15208, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marilyn Dunn 

Old Hickory, TN, 37138, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dennis O'Connell 

Anchorage, AK, 99507, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Abigail Belter 

Cohoes, NY, 12047, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Peggy Malone 

HOUSTON, TX, 77016, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cygalle Dias 

Palm beach, FL, 33480, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Leslie Wilbanks 

WEST PLAINS, MO, 65775, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sandra Saylors 

Glendale, AZ, 85308, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sandy Kennedy 

Albuquerque, NM, 87112, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Blanche Hill 

Pendleton, OR, 97801, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Valerie Strong 

Rutland, VT, 05701-4940, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sarah Reiner 

Queens Village, NY, 11428, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carolyn James 

HOUSTON, TX, 77015, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kimberly Lebejko 

Norwich, CT, 06360, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Colette Crescas 

Madison, NJ, 07940, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Alton Cobb 

Hopkins, SC, 29061, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Monica Williams 

Canton, OH, 44704-1365, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Anne Ramsey 

Hamden, CT, 06518, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
kelvet talley 

Randallstown, MD, 21133, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Roberta Shuemake 

Margate, FL, 33063, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Shauna Wiggins 

Anniston, AL, 36201, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carol Okerstrom 

Colorado Springs, CO, 80916, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Pegalee Benda 

Sonoma, CA, 95476, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Annie Wright 

Southbend, IN, 46613, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Suelynn Garcia 

Aurora, CO, 80017, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
SUSAN JERGOVICH 

Shelbyville, IN, 46176, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Maryann McCarthy 

Fenton, MO, 63026, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kim King 

Greensburg, PA, 15601, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Emily Thomson 

LITTLETON, CO, 80126, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robin Morrill 

Parkton, MD, 21120, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Janet Robinson 

Jacksonville, FL, 32223, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Larry Cooper 

Apex, NC, 27502, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carol Faaborg 

Camillus/Syracuse, NY, 13031, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ghia GriUin 

Port Orford, OR, 97465, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Peter Coppola 

West hempstead, NY, 11552, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tricia Orzeck 

East Norriton, PA, 19401, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
dan dowdall 

kihei, HI, 96753, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Elysee Price 

Rhinebeck, NY, 12572, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joseph Martire 

Springfield, MO, 65804, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Clara Guerrero 

Chicago, IL, 60641, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Brenda Benzler 

Fresno, CA, 93726, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
William Young 

Bloomsdale, MO, 63627, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Frank Everett 

Marysville, WA, 98270, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
jenice jackson 

Inglewood, CA, 90302, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Donald Deforge 

New Haven, CT, 06519, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Susan Fredrickson 

Minnetonka, MN, 55345, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Brianna Edwards 

King Of Prussia, PA, 19406, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Alan Wise 

Tucson, AZ, 85711, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Karen Colbourn 

Sacramento, CA, 95827, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Debbie Jennings 

Columbus, OH, 43224-2600, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
kathy moore 

phoenix, AZ, 85023, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Laurel Wakeman 

Durham, CT, 06422, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mario Mendez 

Watsonville, CA, 95076, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bradley Mineman 

Belleville, IL, 62223, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
John Randazzo 

Stuart, FL, 34996, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lisa Suslowicz 

Eustis, FL, 32726, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Paul Merz 

Spring Grove, IL, 60081, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cheryl Rogers 

Boynton Beach, FL, 33472, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jennifer Queen 

Ironton, OH, 45638, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Curtis Callis 

Opelousas, LA, 70570, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Janet Clemenich 

Alexandria, PA, 16611, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sharon DeWitt 

Rogersville, MO, 65742, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kent Koontz 

Fresno, CA, 93726-3326, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Justin Jones 

Pittsburgh, PA, 15137, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Wilson 

Liverpool, NY, 13088-4936, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Donna Foltz 

Ypsilanti, MI, 48197, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Donald Brooks jr 

DAYTON, OH, 45420-3001, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sharon Varghese 

Manteno, IL, 60950, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marilyn Coby 

Goodyear, AZ, 85338, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Darryl Wrona 

BILLINGS, MT, 59101, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Anjali Rojas 

Berkeley, CA, 94702-2720, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Patricia Lauer 

Signal Hill, CA, 90807, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Stacey Heivilin 

Gaithersburg, MD, 20878, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cayce Carter 

Saginaw, MI, 48603, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Shelda Tucker 

Ellijay, GA, 30536, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dean Cyphers 

Ballston Spa, NY, 12020, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kimberly LaMonds 

Jacksonville, FL, 32211-6318, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mark Hollinrake 

New York, NY, 10026, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cindy Langellier 

Saint Anne, IL, 60964, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Susan Trierweiler 

Terre Haute, IN, 47807, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Meg Lee 

Arvada, CO, 80004, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sarah Livingston 

South Windsor, CT, 06074, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marc Clark 

CLARKSVILLE, IN, 47129, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Katz Romero 

Denver, CO, 80224, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tony Wagner 

Gresham, OR, 97080, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Paul Levering 

Tucson, AZ, 85718, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michelle Loud 

SAN. Clemente, CA, 92674, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Susan Carlson 

Rio Rancho, NM, 87144-8570, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Shiki Bennington 

W.Bloomfield, MI, 48323, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Virginia Grandy 

Secane, PA, 19018, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Edwin Bailey 

Conroe, TX, 77306, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
rita chapman 

Harrisonburg, VA, 22801, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Alfred Wilkins 

Traverse city, MI, 49696, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ruth Buxman 

Dinuba, CA, 93618, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
John e Novak Jr 

Blawnox, PA, 15238, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lorraine Boes 

Redding, CA, 96001, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
andrea bowman 

Spring Valley, OH, 45370, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Isabel Sanchez 

San Antonio, TX, 78212, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Viola Day 

Manhattan, KS, 66502, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Misty Harrison 

Warrior, AL, 35180, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Karen Voelz 

WITTENBERG, WI, 54499, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Larry Lerner 

Newport Beach, CA, 92660, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary Mullane 

Stillwater, MN, 55082, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joan Ehrenberg 

Evanston, IL, 60202, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Suzan Smith Cook 

Mount Zion, IL, 62549, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Pedro Martinez 

Pico Rivera, CA, 90660, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ross Albert 

Los Angeles, CA, 90049, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nate Cope 

Scottsdale, AZ, 85259, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lisa Blackstock 

Chatsworth, GA, 30705, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Denise Landry 

Sealy, TX, 77474, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Laurie Clarke 

Mount Pleasant, SC, 29464, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Margaret Zoch 

Spring, TX, 77373, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Donna Grote 

Union City, OH, 45390, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carol Kaveney 

Lincoln, CA, 95648, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Shelley Haas 

St. Louis, MO, 63111, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Shirley Rodgers 

East Cleveland, OH, 44112, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dina Geretti 

Edmonds, WA, 98026, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Brooke Klassy 

Mesa, AZ, 85210, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Amina Rashad 

Tucson, AZ, 85747, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Laura Daniels 

Cambria, CA, 93428-4326, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
p adam 

San Diego, CA, 92122, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jean Boord 

Leo Cedarvle, IN, 46765-9209, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mike Mahler 

HENDERSON, NV, 89052, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tina Sacco 

CORAL SPRINGS, FL, 33065, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lucia A Saks 

Ann Arbor, MI, 48103, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kelly Theberge 

Belmont, NH, 03220, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Stella Hamilton 

New York, NY, 10028, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
diane hein 

captain cook, HI, 96704, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Roy Johnston 

elk grove, CA, 95758, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carol Elliott 

GEORGETOWN, DE, 19947, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Eleanor Ryan 

Greendale, WI, 53129, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mihir Bajaj 

Wilbraham, MA, 01095, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Candice Tillman 

Atlnta, GA, 30349, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Betsy Swanson 

CANAAN, CT, 06018, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Alice Yantis 

Findlay, OH, 45840, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marilyn Ison 

Springfield, MO, 65803-7652, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Barbara Vazquez 

Norfolk, VA, 23513-4405, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Deborah Pacheco 

Crowley, TX, 76036, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Paul Illingworth 

BROOMFIELD, CO, 80023-9695, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gale Espinosa 

Phoenix, AZ, 85023, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Shannon Burke 

National Park, NJ, 08063, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Clair Cheer 

Monterey, CA, 93940, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sarah Pitari 

Niagara Falls, NY, 14301, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lara Jett 

Phila, PA, 19107, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Stephanie Gelfan 

Amherst, MA, 01002, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Suzanne Babbitt 

Shawnee Mission, KS, 66216, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
C h 

troy, MI, 48083, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Willie Scott 

Bronwood, GA, 39826, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
William Dubin 

Palm Coast, FL, 32137, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Pavani Ramnarayan 

San Diego, CA, 92128, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gary Zimmermann 

Mesa, AZ, 85208, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michele Waterfield 

Hollywood, FL, 33020, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
George Materon 

ORADELL, NJ, 07649, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Eliana Lopez 

Los Angeles, CA, 90041-1316, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathleen Egan 

Wilmington, NC, 28412, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Alycia Spears-Waldrop 

Seattle, WA, 98121, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nancy DiSimone 

San Jose, CA, 95123, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tracy Balante 

Painesville, OH, 44077, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Denise Vogel 

DeKalb, IL 60115, IL, 60115-2139, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Debra Ethridge 

Shawnee, KS, 66216, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bruce Ciccone 

MARLOW, NH, 03456-6215, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
gary skeskelton 

redmond, WA, 98052, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Karen Kirschling 

SF, CA, 94117, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rita Engle 

Cobbs Creek, VA, 23035, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Myron Grotta 

Lawrence, KS, 66044, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
WILLIAM LORANDEAU 

Alamogordo, NM, 88310, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
JeUrey Salant 

Fort Lauderdale, FL, 33304, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Emily McAlpine 

Exeter, NH, 03833, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sierra Greenlee 

Henderson, CO, 80640, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Wendy Silva 

San Juan, TX, 78589, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sharran Allen 

Woodbridge, VA, 22192, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gaylene Larsen 

Spanish Fork, UT, USA, UT, 84660, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathy Czapor 

Tipp City, OH, 45371, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Nelson 

LARGO, FL, 33771, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Zahra Martinez 

Whitestone, NY, 11357, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Hannah Granger 

Marion, IN, 46952, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joel Lee 

Nevada City, CA, 95959, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michelle Sweezey 

Chandler, AZ, 85225, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lisa Golfomitsos 

East Sandwich, MA, 02537, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kenn Chen 

LYNDHURST, NJ, 07071, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Francheska Swenson 

Largo, FL, 33773, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Linda Chabucos 

Efgerton, WI, 53534, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
SAMANTHA HILL 

FALLBROOK, CA, 92028, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Linda Fausey 

Lansing, MI, 48912, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
John Jongkindt 

Albany, OR, 97322, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Yael Shimoni 

Greensboro, NC, 27455, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Paula Galwith 

Fuquay Varina, NC, 27526, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Maria Millbrook 

El Paso, TX, 79924, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Teral Carlton 

Canoga Park, CA, 91304, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
SHARON WALL 

Parkville, MD, 21234, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Greg Gladman 

Aurora, CO, 80017, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Eileen Kusler 

Mundelein, IL, 60060-3287, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lea Grier 

Charlotte, NC, 28214, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cary Christenson 

Seminole, FL, 33777, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Deborah Specht 

Sheboygan, WI, 53081, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Franson 

Montrose, CO, 81401, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Len Burke 

Scotia, NY, 12302, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jerry Thompson 

Lubbock, TX, 79414, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Christina Coleman 

Dover, DE, 19904-4883, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Paula Cavagnaro 

Livermore, CA, 94550, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
ELIZABETH ANN ALWOOD 

York, PA, 17402, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gale Hobbing 

Charlotte, NC, 28262-0686, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Versaree Washington 

Rockledge, FL, 32955, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Margaret Rusk 

Ninety Six, SC, 29666, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Barbara Guggi 

Tucson, AZ, 85705, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Yvonne DeForest 

Port Angeles, WA, 98362-9202, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary Krause 

Cypress, TX, 77429, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michelle Smolinski 

Covington, LA, 70433, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michele Shoresman 

St. Louis, MO, 63117, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sharon Herd 

Salt Lake City, UT, 84116, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Maverick Barrios 

Tucson, AZ, 85712, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carol Riley 

Oxford, MI, 48371, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Shelley Warren 

Del Rio, TX, 78840, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cynthia INGRAM 

Leesburg, FL 34788, FL, 34788, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bill Paige-Evans 

Le Sueur, MN, 56058, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Karen Burgesd 

Menands, NY, 12204, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Evette Twyford 

Salida, CO, 81201, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
marybeth fabulian 

Franklinville, NJ, 08322-3345, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kristine Olsen 

Aberdeen, WA, 98520, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Doug Mcbee 

Pittsburgh, PA, 15236, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sebastian Boyd 

Staunton, VA, 24401, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dabura Karriem-Roberts 

Freeport, NY, 11520, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
ken wahlers 

maryville, TN, 37803, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary Popich 

Normanndy Park, WA, 98166, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cherie Noel 

Waco, TX, 76712, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Angela Boyd 

Pegram, TN, 37143, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Diane Hopkins 

Vicksburg, MI, 49097, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
JeUrey Holtz 

Polk City, FL, 33868, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathleen Kelly 

Oradell, NJ, 07649, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Susan Rousan 

Valles Mines, MO, 63087, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Pat Salmon 

Centerville, UT, 84014, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathy Rickard 

Lawrenceville, NJ, 08648, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kelvin Thorne 

Winston Salem, NC, 27103, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
L.M Baxter 

Bullhead City, AZ, 86442, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Breda ShoU 

MULLICA HILL, NJ, 08062, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
L Gill 

Avondale, LA, 70094, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Char Choate 

Sparks, NV, 89431, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tom Whalen 

Newtown, PA, 18940, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Diana Hernandez 

Bushnell, FL, 33513, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Janice Donat 

Bethlehem, PA, 18015, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Trina allen 

SAINT LOUIS, MO, 63139, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sara McCarthy 

Miami, FL, 33143, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dorothy Adala 

Lake Mary, FL, 32746, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Larry Knowles 

Little River, SC, 29566, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
G. Bommelaere 

Colorado springs, CO, 80903, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
gary larson 

Poulsbo, WA, 98370, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Laura Dorneman 

Portland, OR, 97217, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kimberlie Wilkinson 

Clearfield, UT, 84015, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Shirley Anstaett 

Topeka, KS, 66614, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mona Vallon 

San Diego, CA, 92117, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robin Hamlin 

McKinleyville, CA, 95519, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sandra Quasarano 

Manchester, NJ, 08759, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joyce Parmentier 

Glendale, AZ, 85308, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Yvonne Merlin 

Rodeo, CA, 94572, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Della Johnson 

Rowlett, TX, 75089, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Richard Pounder 

Bethlehem, PA, 18017, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Delores Johnson 

Lodi, CA, 95241, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
JUDY SALES 

Pittsburgh, PA, 15213, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dennis Dudley 

Carmichael, CA, 95608, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Devin Lastella 

West Palm Beach, FL, 33417, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Edna Hindman 

Maryville, TN, 37803, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joanne Pounds 

Rochester, MN, 55904, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
John Fountain 

Plattsburgh, NY, 12901, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Susan Sage 

Yakima, WA, 98902, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Melody Talarico 

Philadelphia, PA, 19111, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Chris Strickwerda 

Chelan, WA, 98816, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joe Biden 

WASHINGTON, DC, 20022, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sara Wilson 

Mesa, AZ, 85203, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Annette Olson 

REDLANDS, CA, 92373, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kellie Johnston 

North Richland Hills, TX, 76180, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
CliUord Arnold 

Great Falls, MT, 59405, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Christine Jette 

Little River, SC, 29566, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
A SMILEY 

New York, NY, 10022, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Audrei Wells 

FLORENCE, OR, 97439, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Richard Vine 

Granton, WI, 54436, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dr Darryl Pokea 

Topeka, KS, 66616-9118, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Pamela Kyzar 

Denham Springs, LA, 70726, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Paul Chestnut 

Palo Alto, CA, 94306, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joe Stone 

Orlando, FL, 32808, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sabra Southerland 

Wilmington, NC, 28403, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Christian Camphire 

Bradenton, FL, 34208, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Karen CuUman 

Butler, PA, 16001, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jody Baron 

Broomfield, CO, 80020, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Glenys Saldana 

New York, NY, 10033, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Stanley Makarevic 

Hillsborough, NJ, 08844, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Neil Barrett 

Asheville, NC, 28803, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gregory Reed 

Garrett, KY, 41630, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
5jennie Aguilar 

Placentia, CA, 92870, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Clara Diaz 

Virginia Beach, VA, 23455, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marylou Smith 

Sycamore, IL, IL, 60178-3424, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nina Ashley 

Arlington, TX, 76011, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jim Van Osdell 

Powell Butte, OR, 97753, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Patricia Donahue 

Binghamton, NY, 13901, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
A Bardfeld 

NY, NY, 10023, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Virgie Hamrick 

Lambertville, MI, 48144, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lori Mccormic 

Walnut Creek, CA, 94596, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Regina Ciesla 

WHITING, IN, 46394, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jim Kallett 

San Diego, CA, 92103, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
thomas trujillo 

Tucson, AZ, 85756, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michael Costello 

Toms River, NJ, 08753, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Thomas Seubert 

Roseville, MI, 48066, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Elizabeth Spindler 

Allen Park, MI, 48101, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Pam Pirogowicz 

Mogadore, OH, 44260, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Steven Orris 

Mooresville, NC, 28115, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Laura Judge 

Oceanside, CA, 92057, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Margaret Greene 

Orlando, FL, 32839, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Magdalena Almanza 

Burbank, CA, 91505, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Deanna Tripp 

Rockledge, FL, 32955, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Maria Eustice 

Thousand Palms, CA, 92276, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Scott donelson 

ARLINGTON, VA, 22202, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Karen Fulton 

CAPE CORAL, FL, 33904, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sharon Strauss 

Kingsford, MI, 49802, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carol Henig 

Kensington, MD, 20895, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Angela Corso 

moline, IL, 61265, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tina Michael 

Hyannis, MA, 02601-5814, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
David Warner 

Richmond, VA, 23235, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rhesa Olsen 

Tucson, AZ, 85741, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tara Mahoney 

Harriman, TN, 37748, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Amy Wells 

Cortland, NY, 13045, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carolina Bagnarol 

Montara, CA, 94037, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Christine Costello 

Seattle, WA, 98178, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gary Hendren 

Chestnut Hill, MA, 02467, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Barbara Nelson 

Leesburg, FL, 34748, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Patricia Norman 

ALGONAC, MI, 48001, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Hannah Gassob 

Upland, CA, 91786, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lynette Broughman 

Goodview, VA, 24095, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robbin Peirce 

Pompton Lakes, NJ, 07442, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Diane Geiger 

Grand Island, NE, 68801, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
BASIL TYLER 

Vancouver, WA, 98681, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Elizabeth Moody 

Las Vegas, NV, 89130, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Charles Brill 

Philadelphia, PA, 19102, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Peter Oppewall 

Mission Viejo, CA, 92691, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Antoinette Suarez 

Kennesaw, GA, 30144, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Noemi Favela 

El Paso, TX, 79904, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Norma A Miller 

Bridgewater, NJ, 08807, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Hud Edwards 

Bend, OR, 97703, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Susan Pinchotti 

Cedar Rapids, IA, 52402, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lana Wertz 

Cupertino, CA, 95014, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michael Monteverde 

Houston, TX, 77055, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Julie Ramirez 

CLACKAMAS, OR, 97015, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Édith Ochoa 

Neuilly-sur-Seine, CA, 90232, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kmvetly Herkert 

Sedona, AZ, 86339, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Janice Foster 

Casselberry, FL, 32707, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Harry Freiberg 

Brookings, OR, 97415, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Laurie Cartwright 

Talkeetna, AK, 99676, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gus Gonzalez 

Taos, NM, 87571, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Stephanie Brumfield 

Atlanta, GA, 30349, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kristen Garcia 

Edmonds, WA, 98026, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Roger Rogers 

Kalispell, MT, 59901, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Christine Rossman 

Hopewell Junction, NY, 12533, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary Sechler 

Coopersville, MI, 49404, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Barbara Wayman 

Chicago, IL, 60646, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Diane Bressers 

Green Bay, WI, 54311, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Heather HuUman 

Toledo, OH, 43613, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
donna vann 

Tuscaloosa, AL, 35405, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Faye Timmer 

Englewood, NJ, 07631, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sharon Jackson 

Spring Hill, KS, 66083, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Elizabeth Partida 

Madelia, MN, 56062, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Karin Goldsmith 

Pensacola, FL, 32514, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joan Graham 

Florence, AL, 35630, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Phyllis Niederhaus 

FOUNTAIN HILLS, AZ, 85268, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Darius Portis 

Cincinnati, OH, 45238, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Eileen O'Brien 

Clearwater, FL, 33760, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Maria Desantis 

Syracuse, NY, 13208, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
barbara papazoglou 

San Diego, CA, 92104-5321, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jim Oneil 

Cranberry, PA, 16319, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Christina Brown 

Bothell, WA, 98021, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sharron Biggar 

Sheridan, OR, 97378, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Glenda Taggart 

Thayer, KS, 66776, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Esther Woodrum 

Frankfort, KY, 40601, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michael Braudy 

Chicago, IL, 60610, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Vivian Crouse 

So. Burlington, VT, 05403, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sarah Canavan 

San Francisco, CA, 94102, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sharon Day 

Baltimore, MD, 21230, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
JESSE WEMYSS 

Huntington, NY, 11743, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Evelyn Loar 

Cumberland, MD, 21502, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Richard Engnath 

Kingston, NY, NY, 12401, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Janet S Matthews 

Rockville Centre, NY, 11570, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
dudley Clark 

Albany, OR, 97321, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Teresa Whitehead 

Youngstown, OH, 44504, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Leland Coy 

Taylor, PA, 18517, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Laura Brown 

Denton, TX, 76208, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jane Pank 

SheUield Lake, OH, 44054, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
stephanie muchard 

Irvine, CA, 92604, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
joe skibba 

Stevens Point, WI, 54481, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Robinson 

Youngsville, LA, 70592, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Randall Houston 

Fredericksburg, TX, 78624, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Linda Brodzeller 

Adams, WI, 53910, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Linda Young 

San Antonio, TX, 78223, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Chip Funke 

Williamsburg, VA, 23185, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kerry Herndon 

Laurel Hill, FL, 32567, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Frances Jacobs 

WICHITA, KS, 67213-5320, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mercy Liu 

BUENA VISTA, CO, 81211, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Em Dee 

NY, NY, 10028, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kimberly S. 

Madill, OK, 73446, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Earl Thomas Jr 

Crandon, WI, 54520, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathleen Pappas 

PERU, IL, 61354, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nicholas Rumelfanger 

Mundelein, IL, 60070, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Patricia Erving 

Allegan, MI, 49010, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carmen Jurado 

Aliso Viejo, CA, 92656, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
James Goodfellow 

Reno, NV, 89521, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Judith Gwinn 

Fresno, TX, 77545, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Steve Stacy 

Portland, OR, 97224, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Karen Harnacke 

Mebane, NC, 27302, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Diane Melton 

Elizabeth  City, NC, 27909, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Victor Rollerson 

Atlanta, GA, 30331, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathryn Dechene 

Redondo Beach, CA, 90277, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lalia Bright 

Manvel, TX, 77578, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Elizabeth Jaramillo 

Denver, CO, 80221, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Genny Bongiorno 

Nampa, ID, 83687, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Barbara Krause 

Grapeland, TX, 75844, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gary Boyd 

Sisters, OR, 97759, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Alejandra Zelaya 

Rockville, MD, 20850, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cynthia Kozlowski 

Binghamton, NY, 13903, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Pamela Brazan 

Memphis, TN, 38106, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Sturges 

Amarillo, TX, 79109, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Terry Jacobs 

Redwood City, CA, 94061, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Antoinette Impresa 

Boca Raton, FL, 33433, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
JeU Bacon 

Roslindale, MA, 02131, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Phylis Floyd 

Opelika, AL, 36803, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mason Groves 

Northridge, CA, 91343, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Abby Rodriguez 

Springfield, MA, 01105, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
John Camerota 

Altoona, PA, 16601, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cathy Moray 

Everett, WA, 98204, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Russ Pilato 

Clifton Springs, NY, 14432, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Judith Clark 

Paris, TX, 75460, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sharon Hastings 

Bloomington, IL, 61704-6072, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Connie Hanes 

Woodland Park, CO, 80863, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carole Pollard 

Victorville, CA, 92392, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
GeoUrey Guttmann 

Detroit, MI, 48232, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Helen Torosian 

Fredericksburg, VA, 22405, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Vickie Williams 

Unspecified, IN, 46254, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Margret Child 

Richmond, CA, 94804, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Patricia Vines 

Harrison, OH, 45030, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Steve Thompson 

Los Angeles, CA, 90034, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
James Mailhot 

Sebastian, FL, 32958, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nancy Sander 

Edmond, OK, 73025, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Barry Brenner 

MEADOWBROOK, PA, 19046, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Brenda Trout 

Chester, SC, 29706, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Melanie Taylor 

Greenbelt, MD, 20770, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sandra Timberlake 

Brighton, MI, 48116, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marion LoRusso 

Warwick, RI, 02889, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Antonio Picornell 

N. Las Vegas, NV, 89084, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sara Bargeron 

Lexington, KY, 40502, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Debby Fuller 

Cold Spring, KY, 41076-2130, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Julie King 

Williamsburg, VA, 23185, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Richard Traver 

Bowling Green, OH, 43402, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tim Jones 

Seattle, WA, 98136, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nancy Joiner 

Chestertown, MD, 21620, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
LINDA LOEFFLAD 

Norristown, PA, 19403, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ali Askin 

thorndike, ME, 04986, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Linda Spurgus 

New Port Richey, FL, 34653, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lea Slagley 

Lorane, OR, 97451, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
lou p 

xxxxxxxxxxxx, VT, 05257, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Belinda Robles 

West Haven, CT, 06516, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Silvia Rodriguez 

Miami, FL, 33183, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Wyatt Geer 

Austin, TX, 78750, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Susan Niven 

Studio City, CA, 91604, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Isabella Herrera 

Indialantic, FL, 32903, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary Beerman 

coraopolis, PA, 15108, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kevin Dunigan 

Kalamazoo, MI, 49009, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jalynne Allen 

San rafael, CA, 94901, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michael Cohen 

LAS VEGAS, NV, 89117, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
John Schneider 

Saint Louis, MO, 63123, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Melissa Fiala 

Lansdale, PA, 19446, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Haiden Burns 

Saint Charles, MO, 63301, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
karin van nieuwenhuizen 

Prescott, AZ, 86301, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Everett Magee 

New Orleans, LA, 70117, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Linda Rollins 

Union, SC, 29379, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
elba Estrada 

Thousand Palms, CA, 92276, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Charles Smith 

Woodland, CA, 95776, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dale Ireson 

Arvada, CO, 80005, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jesus Vasquez 

Pasadena, TX, 77502, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Janet Ciardi 

DENVILLE, NJ, 07834, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Randy Fletcher 

Hannibal, MO, 63401, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Manuel Rodriguez 

Rio Rancho, NM, 87144, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ray Dubois 

auburn, ME, 04210, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Theresa Miles 

Bennettsville, SC, 29512, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kristin Damron 

Phoenix, AZ, 85029, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
David Collins 

Bowling Green, KY, 42104, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Eunice Toman 

Bismarck, ND, 58503, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ronald Aubrey 

Oshkosh, WI, 54904, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Minnie Mccleary 

San Bernardino, CA, 92423, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jay Marsh 

Oakhurst, CA, 93644, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lynda Brennan 

Wellington, FL, 33414, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tina Sarno 

Norwalk, CT, 06860, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lucina Rodriguez 

San Marcos, CA, 92078, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jeanne Simpson 

Minneapolis, MN, 55423, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sheila Slutsky 

Orlando, FL, 32819, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sharon Anderson 

Middletown, CT, 06457, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Brenda Hogan 

Rumford, RI, 02916, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cyril Taylor 

Jacksonville, FL, 32258, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
janet garner 

BuUalo, WY, 82834, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mark Mirage 

Oxford, PA, 19363, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rodney Howard 

nelson, NH, 03457, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Patricia Mcnamee 

North Tonawanda, NY, 14120, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ramona Lamascola 

PALM COAST, FL, 32164, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mitchell Underwood 

Rockwood, TN, 37854, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
LeeAnne Peterson 

Pismo Beach, CA, 93449, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Diane Harden 

Sycamore, IL, 60178, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joni Schwarzer 

Lake Havasu City, AZ, 86404, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Hildy Rush 

Rockford, IL, 61103, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Stephen Still 

EUGENE, OR, 97405, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Charlene Tavernier 

Ridgecrest, CA, 93555, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Betty Wilson 

South Point, OH, 45680, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bob Richards 

Seaview, WA, 98644, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tana Collins 

Butte, MT, 59701, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Johnny Wood 

Lindale, TX, 75771, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tom Harris 

Barberton, OH, 44203, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
KATHLEEN COLE 

ST PAUL, MN, 55103, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Laura Sullivan 

Arroyo Grande, CA, 93420, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Laura Russo 

Cedar Park, TX, 78613, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Steven Pollock 

Delray Beach, FL, 33446, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rosalie Holguin 

Angola, NY, 14006, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sallie Tanksley 

PHILADELPHIA, PA, 19126-1709, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Linda Herman 

Naugatuck, CT, 06770, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Richard Peal 

Green Bay, WI, 54301, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Steve Zeramby 

Lynn, MA, 01902, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
james perkins 

loveland, CO, 80537, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Hattie Morris 

Opelika, AL, 36801, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Glennis Wasmer 

AUBURN, WA, 98092, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
William Fischer 

Bismarck, ND, 58501, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
David Cottingham 

Bethel Park, PA, 15102-2214, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jack Brasch 

Doylestown, PA, 18901, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
JEAN GOSA-DILL 

Laurel, MD, 20723-1754, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ken Buchholz 

Zelienople, PA, 16063, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Patti Roepke 

Aitkin, MN, 56431, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Caitlynn Greer 

Warren, MI, 48089, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Anthony Argo 

Albuquerque, NM, 87111, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michelle Hinton 

Universal City, TX, 78148, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
margaret czerniejewski 

Milwaukee, WI, 53214, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Doc Trower 

Trenton, NJ, 08611, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Harry G. De Beziers 

Weston, FL, 33331, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Janice Waters 

Live Oak, FL, 32060, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Steven Hill 

Decatur, GA, 30034, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Richard Punko 

BEDFORD, MA, 01730, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lilyan Cuttler 

Santa Barbara, CA, 93103, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Christopher Ouellette 

Salem, MA, 01970, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joe Beauchamp 

Woodbury, NJ, 08096, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Myles Davis 

Milford, MI, 48381, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
candace hart 

mason city, IA, 50401, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ramiro Carrillo 

Los Angeles, CA, 90022, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marsha Elston 

Tarpon Springs, FL, 34689, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Paulina Watson 

Venice, FL, 34285, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Danny James 

Moriarty, NM, 87035, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marian Wuerz 

St. Louis, MO, 63126, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Denson Parker 

Carriere, MS, 39426, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Madeline Kemp 

Beaverton, OR, 97008, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ronald Ward 

San Francisco, CA, 94115, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Chris Sirek 

FARGO, ND, 58103-7313, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Steve Vu 

NEW ORLEANS, LA, 70128, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Debby Brown 

Punta gorda, FL, 33982, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Judith Stepan 

CAVE CREEK, AZ, 85331, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
G W 

Madison, WI, 53704, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Alfredo Martin Romo 

San Bernardino, CA, 92410, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michael Murakami 

North Hollywood, CA, 91605, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kym Huber 

Marble Falls, TX, 78654, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Brenda Kennedy 

Norfolk, VA, 23508, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Candace Streubel 

FULLERTON, CA, 92832, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ulanda Carpenter 

Houston, TX, 77086, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tammy Miller 

Oakley, CA, 94561, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Karol Katzman 

Oxnard, CA, 93036, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Chris Jones 

Yarmouth Port, MA, 02675, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
JeUrey Hoener 

Quincy, IL, 62301, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
David Lawson 

Woodstock, AL, 35188, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sandrajaime Jaime 

Maypearl, TX, 76064, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sherry Ridley 

Chattanooga, TN, TN, 37411, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Emma Weibel 

Lake Oswego, OR, 97035, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ted Alex 

Leesport, PA, 19533, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Phyllis Zollman 

Brandenburg, KY, 40108, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Caroline Fisher 

Diamondhead, MS, 39525, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Omar Thalji 

Pinehurst, TX, 77362, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Paula Spart 

Mishawaka, IN, 46545, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Allen Mcdonald 

Shanks, WV, 26761, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Linda L Brandt 

Sheboygan, WI, 53081, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marti Gutierrez 

Fresno, CA, 93722, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Valerie Leonard 

monroe, NJ, 08831, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Alan Epp 

MINNEAPOLIS, MN, 55405, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Terry Bryan 

Santa Rosa, CA, 95406, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Janet Freitag 

Los Lunas, NM, 87031, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carol May 

Philadelphia, PA, 19115, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Darcy Fay 

Alexandria, VA, 22303, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Elaine ShipcoU 

Madison, IL, 62060, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Judith Breckenridge 

Atwater, CA, 95301, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Elizabeth Henry 

Camden, ME, 04843, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Renae Olson 

Sebeka, MN, 56477, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Heather Skidmore 

Mandeville, LA, 70471, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jasmine Kent 

Claxton, GA, 30417, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Edgar Surette 

Lewiston, ME, 04240, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Judith Flaherty 

San Diego, CA, 92103, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Keith Bruno 

Fort Lauderdale, FL, 33309, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathleen Hrycuna 

Kittery, ME, 03904, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
larry pickett 

Dacula, GA, 30019, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Paul Vincent 

Waianae, HI, 96792, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Linda Brown 

Chicago, IL, 60631, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ron Chandler 

GAINESVILLE, FL, 32601, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Fredvelia Virella 

Beechhurst, NY, 11357, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Donna Hart 

N Richland Hills, TX, 76182, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carlette Stephens 

PHILADELPHIA, PA, 19150, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Linda Nelson 

Laurinburg, NC, 28352, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jimmy Stanley 

Lake City, MN, 55401, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Shelley Bolyard 

Nashville, TN, 37221, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jack Goldstein 

East Providence, RI, 02914, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Barry Zakar 

Vallejo, CA, 94591, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Hilary Deweerd 

Austin, TX, 78757, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Linda Canter 

Eatontown, NJ, 07724, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Christopher Dean Everette 

Asheboro, NC, 27203, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Cumbie 

Jacksonville, FL, 32218, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
michael baxter 

Van Wert, OH, 45891, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Matt Seibel 

Madison, WI, 53703, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
carl magle 

st.paul, MN, 55107, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Edward Johnson 

Parkville, MD, 21234, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Darrell Neft 

Costa Mesa, CA, 92626, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Maryellen Hartigan 

Broomall, PA, 19008, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Terri Price 

Pasadena, TX, 77504, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Teresa Jackson 

Lincoln, NE, 68516, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Teresa Lee 

Norman, OK, 73026, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
riccardo liotta 

Plymouth, WI, 53073, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Julie DeRusha 

Madison, WI, 53704, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Shirley Muir 

Cary, NC, 27519, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Judith Joseph 

Bloomingdale, NJ, 07403, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Betty Hodges 

La Grange, IL, 60525, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Donna Demczak 

Harrisburg, PA, 17112, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Thom Bell 

Grand Rapids, MI, 49525, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bonnie Howard 

Madisonville, TN, 37354, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gary Souders 

Dahlonega, GA, 30533, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Margaret Delfin 

Clinton Township, MI, 48035, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Miguel Liriano 

Homestead, FL, 33032, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nancy Potter 

Ada, OK, 74820, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dean Jackson 

Lapwai, ID, 83540, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Doug Sweet 

Portland, OR, 97214, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Esselburn 

Fairfax station, VA, 22039, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Scott Angell 

Willits, CA, 95490, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dorthea Garcia 

Manzanola, CO, 81058, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Payton 

National City, CA, 91950, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Brice Mace 

Antioch, CA, 94104, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
John Reardon 

Eden Prairie, MN, 55346, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Catherine Beaton 

Tallahassee, FL, 32312-9099, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rosanna Harrris 

Crystal River, FL, FL, 34428, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Wayne Rineer 

Willow Street, PA, 17584, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
thomas marsh 

Woodlawn, VA, 24381, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Brad Murphy 

Minneapolis, MN, 55412, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Venzuello McMillan 

ORLANDO, FL, 32828, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Victor Esposito Jr 

Oakland, ME, 04963, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tom Schriver 

Fruit Heights, UT, 84037, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
LG GriUin 

Saint Louis, MO, 63111, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Liam Halligan 

Hyde Park, NY, 12538, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
John Brinkler 

GILFORD, NH, 03249, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Anthony Branson 

Rolla, MO, 65401, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
John Divine 

Beaumont, CA, 92223, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rosemary Agneessens 

PRESCOTT, AZ, 86303, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Imogene Rhule 

Pendleton, IN, 46064, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Eddie Knight 

Reidsville, NC, 27320, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kenneth Horkavy 

McIntosh, FL, 32664-0675, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sid Jones 

Pembroke, GA, 31321, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Alex Cason 

Bismarck, MO, 63624, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sharon Hafner 

Eureka, CA, 95501, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bridget Thexton 

NEW YORK, NY, 10024-1142, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Karl Zeller 

Wellington, CO, 80549, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kay Murphy 

Shady Point, OK, 74956, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ruth  a Williams 

Saint Albans, WV, 25177, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
James Cantrell 

Dothan, AL, 36301, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Louie Swalby 

Seattle, WA, 98117, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sandra Adams 

SuUern, NY, 10901, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marlene Willis 

Alexandria, VA, 22303, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cecelia Byrnes 

Bronx, NY, 10464, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Frank Gioia 

staten island, NY, 10312, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ken McAloon 

South Dennis, MA, 02660, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Judy Stone 

Chesapeake, VA, 23325, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Johan Greenhaus 

Michigan City, IN, 46360, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Margaret Coyne 

Dunlap, TN, 37327, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Braxton Gutierrez 

Charlottesville, VA, 22901, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jan Smith 

Laguna Woods, CA, 92637, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rebecca Varner 

Saint Augustine, FL, 32084, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Delois Brown 

Macon, MS, 39341, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Terry Dowling 

Beech Grove, IN, 46107, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Fred Robison 

Buena Vista, CO, 81211-9185, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cheryl GriUin 

Lynchburg, VA, 24503-1722, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nathaniel Watkins 

Buckeye, AZ, 85396, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joan Grossman 

Pittsfield, MA, 01201, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Yvonne Carter 

PALM BAY, FL, 32909, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Diggs 

Bozeman, MT, 59718, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Della West 

Robbins, TN, 37852, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Doug Eberius 

Woodburn, OR, 97071, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathy Fruge 

High Point, NC, 27265, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Victor Miller 

Line Lexington, PA, 18932, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kate Schooler 

George, WA, 98824, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Azul Vasavilbazo 

El Paso, TX, 79912, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Terry Earls 

McMinnville, TN, 37110, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cynthia DeFelice 

Cincinnati, OH, 45231, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Francisco Silva 

Bethesda, MD, 20817, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Susan Romdenne 

Two Rivers, WI, 54241, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Theresa Bacon 

Port Orchard, WA, 98366, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
David Hamel 

Grand Rapids, MI, 49504, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Betty Vehaeghe 

Naperville, IL, 60563, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jamie Williams 

Mechanicsville, VA, 23111, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary Johnson 

Veedersburg, IN, 47987, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Izaias Matos 

Naples, FL, 34226, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Yvonne Pierce 

Rochester, NY, 14604, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Josephine Garrison 

Harvey, LA, 70058, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Steve Cohen 

Deming, NM, 88030, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Edward Townsend 

Twin Lakes, WI, 53181, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Samantha Matson 

Waterford, PA, 16441, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Charlie Pugh 

Longmont, CO, 80503, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Phyllis Gallichet 

Stone Mountain, GA, 30087, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rae Payne 

Costa Mesa, CA, 92627, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Millar 

Ontario, CA, 91762, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cynthia Hatten 

Logansport, IN, 46947, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Roslyn Jackson 

Richmond, VA, 23234, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joseph Mitchell 

Muskogee, OK, 74401-8524, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
kathleen clements 

phila, PA, 19114, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary Rodewald 

Manitowoc, WI, 54220, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kelly Mcmurry 

Hartselle, AL, 35640, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Andrew Miles 

Warren, PA, 16365, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Emma Shook 

University Hts, OH, 44118, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jamene Utt 

HUNTINGTON BEACH, CA, 92646, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jean Flynn 

Molalla, OR, 97038, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jim Odgers 

Pacifica, CA, 94044, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Katherine Langford 

Lakeland, FL, 33813, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Willow Running Hawk 

Pleasanton, CA, 94566, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Pamela Keegstra 

Puyallup, WA, 98373, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lee Blair 

Waukegan, IL, 60087, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Aaron Kogel Smucker 

Kew Gardens, NY, 11415, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Patty Herzig 

Middle River, MD, 21220, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Abigail DiSalvo 

Westminster, MD, 21157, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bob Patterson 

Huntsville, AL, 35803, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Leodis Harrison 

Rialto, CA, 92376, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Shelley Winoker 

Bloomingdale, IL, 60108, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Phillips 

East Rochester, NY, 14446, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jeanne Goyette 

No.Dartmouth, MA, 02747, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bernard Evans 

BELLEVILLE, MI, 48111-2796, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Elvina Cross 

Ponchatoula, LA, 70454, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gary Beasley 

Lakewood, CO, 80227, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Linda Amspaugh 

oxford, OH, 45056, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
John Wood 

Powell, TN, 37849, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
sofia okolowicz 

temecula, CA, 92592, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dave Randall 

Packwood, WA, 98361, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
JeU Perzynski 

Issaquah, WA, 98027, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Vince Gay 

Batesville, AR, 72501, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathy Childers 

Loganville, GA, 30052, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Macaulay Ekpeduma 

Sacramento, CA, 95820, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rita Hulsey 

Evansville, IN, 47714, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dick Wilson 

Clarkesville, GA, 30523, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Andrea Kevech 

Belmont, CA, 94002, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
SharonAnn Irving 

Morgan City, LA, 70380, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
DEANA HANSFORD 

Clay Center, KS, 67432-2524, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Linda Dimond 

Honeoye  Falls, NY, 14472, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Annie Jaynes 

Hopkinsville, KY, 42240, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Renee Buford 

Picayune, MS, 39466, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
barbara keenan 

PALM BAY, FL, 32905, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carol Sassaman 

Hanover, NM, 88041, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lauren LuloU 

Lubec, ME, 04652, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Emmanuel HANKENNE 

Charlestown, MA, 02129, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Steve Rupert 

Marinette, WI, 54143-2335, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Manuel Chavez 

Bloomfield, NM, 87413, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Francois colomb 

Corvallis, OR, 97330, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Danny Latham 

Albertville, AL, 35950, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tim Bixler 

Mount Vernon, OH, 43050, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lisa Shackelford 

Greenfield, IN, 46140, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Porfirio Roman 

Schofield, WI, 54476, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
gloria king 

wichita falls, TX, 76307, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Burton Sieder 

New Port Richey, FL, 34655, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
James Brown 

Gig Harbor, WA, 98335, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lonnie Nall 

Lowry City, MO, 64763, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Judy Zapolski 

Palm Beach Gardens, FL, 33418, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Judy Kolb 

Midlothian, VA, 23114, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sharon Greeneltch 

Phoenix, AZ, 85008, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Paloma Quintanilla 

Chicago, IL, 60645, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ellen Turner 

BELLEROSE, NY, 11426, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bernie Squeo 

Fresno, CA, 93722, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Scot Rice 

Meridian, ID, 83646, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sandra HuUman 

Bedford, IN, 47421, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Paula Barrett 

Plymouth, MA, 02360, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
carol Barton 

Concord, GA, 30206, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ellen Zapf 

Adams  Center, NY, 13606, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
REGGIE GEBBER 

Bronx, NY, 10457, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Debra Hunt 

Solvang, CA, 93463, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gayle Hiler 

Palm Springs, CA, 92264, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Linda Loveland 

Caldwell, ID, 83605, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
mary cook 

lomita, CA, 90717, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Salvatore Messina 

Bonita Springs, FL, 34135, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Shel Fanelli 

Scottsdale, AZ, 85255, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cathy Leibovitz 

Chicago, IL, 60645, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathleen Romeo 

North Grafton, MA, 01536, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Moshe Rozdzial 

Denver, CO, 80206, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michal Sanford 

Las Vegas, NV, 89120, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kim Wisdom 

Olive Branch, MS, 38654, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Merikangas 

Silver Spring, MD, 20904, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Parliciar Ramirez 

Fort Worth, TX, 76132, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Barbara Ashwal 

Farmingville, NY, 11738, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nichta Hopps 

San Diego, CA, 92105, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Barry Boudreaux 

North Port, FL, 34287, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Susan GeoUrey 

Seattle, WA, 98106, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ha Lam 

Revere, MA, 02151, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Donna Lloyd 

Palm Harbor, FL, 34683, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Linda Jungling 

Overland Park, KS, 66213, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Karen McCauley 

Burnsville, MN, 55337, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Connie Amonra 

Easton, PA, 18046, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
John Markuszka 

Denison, TX, 75020, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Meher Desai 

POTOMAC, MD, 20854, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Hill 

Brooklyn, MD, 21225, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Crys Nelson 

Lombard, IL, 60148, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jill Sjolie 

Richville, MN, 56576, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joyce Parker 

Avenel, NJ, 07001, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Keola G. A. Downing 

PAHOA, HI, 96778, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Karen Magee 

Long Beach, CA, 90810, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gloria Ratajewski 

New Berlin, WI, 53151, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Adam CoUman 

Tampa, FL, 33605, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Erin Stephens 

Crescent City, CA, 95531, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
John Hanik 

Exeter, NH, 03833, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jim Wade 

ST GEORGE, UT, 84790, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
bruce Fowler 

arab, AL, 35016, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lansing Shepard 

Saint Paul, MN, 55110, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joyce Nichols 

Napa, CA, 94558, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carolyn Hare 

LEAVENWORTH, KS, 66048, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Peter kazeck 

palm Bay, FL, 32907, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
karen kairis 

Scranton, PA, 18508, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Vanessa Deshong 

Belleview, FL, 34420, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ann Fields 

Henderson, NV, 89052, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Vanessa Locklear 

Maxton, NC, 28364, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Brian Mills 

Kutztown, PA, 19530, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
David Bull 

Lompoc, CA, 93436, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sandra Cobb 

Chagrin Falls, OH, 44022-1124, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marilyn Fuller 

Shepherd, MI, 48883, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kieran Nolan 

Waldport, OR, 97394, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marian Robbins 

Boca Raton, FL, 33434, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kristine Plisga 

Columbus, OH, 43214, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Diane Spicer 

Spring, TX, 77388, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
David Schwartz 

Lafayette, CO, 80026-1938, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Helen Diaz 

Brunswick, OH, 44212, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tonya Ballard 

Tryon, NC, 28782, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Valerie Alfisi 

Fuquay Varina, NC, 27526, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Claudia Varrin and 

Tamarac, FL, 33319, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
sheila dook 

portlnd, OR, 97255, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Riley Keller 

Creswell, OR, 97426, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Angie Roberts 

Hinesville, GA, 31313, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gale Light 

Sauquoit, NY, 13456, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bill Davis 

Shenandoah, VA, 22849, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Pat Weeks 

Gibbstown, NJ, 08027, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Karen Thomas 

Acworth, GA, 30102, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Garrett Bowen 

Groves, TX, 77619, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Linda Wilson 

Wiggins, MS, 39577, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Janet Cloud 

Millsboro, DE, 19966, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Stephen Touchstone 

Orlando, FL, 32820, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ruth Trimble 

Carlisle, PA, 17013, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Blake Estep 

Hilliard, OH, 43026, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
A G 

Spokane Valley, WA, 99216, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Debi Quarry 

FlagstaU, AZ, 86004, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
debbie mannion 

chesterfield, MO, 63005, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sandy Kastner 

Kurtistown, HI, 96760, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Charles Wuest 

Valley Stream, NY, 11580, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Henedine Pare 

Salem, NH, 03079, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
James Gucwa 

Pinetop-Lakeside, AZ, 85935, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Judy B. 

Pasadena Hills, MO, 63121, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary Ramirez 

Missouri City, TX, 77459, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Elizabeth McDougle 

San Antonio, TX, 78249, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Barbara Mastorgi 

Jackson Heights, NY, 11372, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Liana Ahquin 

Sandy, UT, 84070, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Faye Ashby 

Henrico, VA, 23228, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ken Obrien 

Orangevale, CA, 95662, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
J. Gray 

Tahlequah, OK, 74464, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
George Seuss 

Chambersburg, PA, 17201, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Anna Mendes-O'Leary 

Charlton, MA, 01507, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Fred Ware 

Studio City, CA, 91604, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Vicki Motz 

Deering, NH, 03244, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Julius Flake 

Wichita Falls, TX, 76310, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dianne Smith 

McMinnville, TN, 37110, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Diana Carter 

Oberlin, OH, 44074, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nancy Dailey 

Saint Paul, OR, 97137, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Matthew Edgell 

FAIRPORT, NY, 14450, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lacey Gray 

Lima, OH, 45805, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joseph Niekamp 

Norman, OK, 73071, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ronald Bunch 

Concord, CA, 94519, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Adrian Suarez 

Yonkers, NY, 10705, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rea McDonnell 

Baltimore, MD, 21212, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jen Greenwood 

Menomonee Falls, WI, 53051, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joyce Darr 

Rolla, MO, 65401, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Doris Austin 

Jackson, MS, 39206, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Church 

Horseheads, NY, 14845, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Connie Miller 

Xenia, OH, 45385, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gregory tilston 

Lake Havasu City, AZ, 86405, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
David Gregrow 

Newark Valley, NY, 13811, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Deborah Smithhart 

Corpus Christi, TX, 78418, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Larry Daughters 

Ft. Smith, AR, 72901, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Misty Campbell 

Asheboro, NC, 27205, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Koleen Drain 

Jerome, ID, 83338, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Donald novak 

willis, TX, 77318, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kurt Redetzke 

Boulder Junction, WI, 54512, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michael Rogers 

Dumfries, VA, 22025, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Andrea Adams 

Lancaster, PA, 17602, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jimmy Carlisle 

Las Vegas, NV, 89178, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joyce Spolar 

Butte, MT, 59701, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jose Vega 

Mount Vernon, NY, 10550, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Trenton Pedigo 

Lincoln, NE, 68521, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Leland Conley 

Dade City, FL, 33525, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Pamela Lile 

Phoenix, AZ, 85034, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Charles Church 

Lee's Summit, MO, 64064, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jovita Ayala 

Bronx, NY, 10456, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Roy Mcneil 

Sierra Vista, AZ, 85660, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Shane Murry 

Baltimore, MD, 21218, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Matthew Thompson 

North Riverside, IL, 60546, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mijung Seo 

SAINT PAUL, MN, 55113, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rebecca Flynt 

Mount Olive, AL, 35117, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robbin Heard 

Mobile, AL, 36695, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Roger Repp 

Aptos, CA, 95003, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sanford Ohren 

Bellingham, WA, 98226, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
KAREN KELLY 

LITHONIA, GA, 30058-9087, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert O'Brien 

Brooklyn, NY, 11234, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Connie Howes 

Louisville, CO, 80027-1018, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Daniel Bagnell 

Ventnor City, NJ, 08406, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jackson Ogden 

Spokane, WA, 99202, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Linda Miller 

Neptune Beach, FL, 32266, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Melissa Laster 

Springfield, OR, 97478, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
MARIANNE JACOBS 

Steilacoom, WA, 98388, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rosemary Halliburton 

Memphis, TN, 38119, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Margaret Lockhart 

Hydaburg, AK, 99922, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michelle Custer 

Vancouver, WA, 98662, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Maria Crimi-Gregory 

West Babylon, NY, 11704, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Daniel Kinnucan 

Chicago, IL, 60622-3119, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rebecca Holbrook 

Jonesville, VA, 24263, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dorl Squires 

Winter Park, FL, 32792, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dawn Wade 

Lincoln, CA, 95648, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Paul Boone 

Martinsburg, WV, 25404, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Susan Parkinson 

South Hill, VA, 23970, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Neil Collier 

Opa Locka, FL, 33054, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Howard Garbarsky 

Williamstown, MA, 01267, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ricky Morris 

Joshua, TX, 76058, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
greg chick 

tehachapi, CA, 93561, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Roger Newton 

Tulsa, OK, 74112, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joel Brown 

Winston Salem, NC, 27107, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bootsie White 

Columbia, SC, 29209, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gail Wattenberg 

Lancaster, SC, 29720, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Dominguez 

Indio, CA, 92201, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Luz nelly ocasio borrero Ocasio 

Orlando, FL, 32822, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
deborah shaw 

Shreveport, LA, 71118, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
David Love 

Miami, AZ, 85539-1522, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Paula Rothaus 

Larchmont, NY, 10538, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
David Goldstein 

Leominster, MA, 01453, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
David Laurin 

Williamsburg, MA, 01096, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bernadette Gillick 

West Caldwell, NJ, 07006, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kiyan Hinton 

Hartford, CT, 06112, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jim Smeltzer 

Hilton Head Island, SC, 29926, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Diana Looney 

Whitewood, VA, 24657, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Diane McCutcheon 

Seattle, WA, 98125, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rod Parker 

Blacksburg, VA, 24060, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carolyn Kolarik 

Norman, OK, 73071, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dennis Strickland 

Phila, PA, 19130, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joann Clayborne 

Georgetown, TX, 78628, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Clair Long 

FLEETWOOD, PA, 19522, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jennie Newman 

Livonia, MI, 48154, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Keith Cortis 

Russell, MA, 01071, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Pauletta Dyer 

Malvern, AR, 72104, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michael Olinsky 

Bayport, NY, 11705, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bridgett White 

Detroit, MI, 48208, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nancy Spears 

Davenport, IA, 52804, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Thomas Oreilly 

Oceanside, CA, 92057, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Harrington 

Saratoga Springs, NY, 12866, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Denise Mackie 

Las Vegas, NV, 89122, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Erma Mcghee 

Memphis, TN, 38125, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rebecca Briley 

Pflugerville, TX, 78660, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Terry Holub 

Whitehall, OH, 43213, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Amy Cleveland 

Prince George, VA, 23875, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nina Brosdahl 

Dakota, MN, 55925, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Pamela Lollis 

Spokane, WA, 99205, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Francisca Bullard 

Winder, GA, 30680, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tammy James 

Clarendon, AR, 72029, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Georgann Reppert 

Coldwater, MI, 49036, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nina Selvaggi 

Manassas, VA, 20112-3000, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Walter Seeds 

Cincinnati, OH, 45246, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Laura Adams 

Brownstown Township, MI, 48174, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sam Meekins 

Exeter, NH, 03833, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nicholas McKinney 

Somerset, KY, 42501, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Harvey Hobson 

KERNERSVILLE, NC, 27284, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Raksha Patel 

Woodstock, GA, 30189, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Susan Borys 

Greensboro, NC, 27455, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
TERI RICHARDSON 

Ventura, CA, 93003, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Monica Santillan 

Arcadia, CA, 91006, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sherry Maureschat 

Kingsland, TX, 78639, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mike Foreman 

Lakeville, MN, 55044, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sheryl Green 

Seattle, WA, 98144, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Richard Ferry 

San Jose, CA, 95222, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Christopher Rubio 

Houston, TX, 77057, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Collette Latimer 

Bisbee, AZ, 85603, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
john prinos 

Redmond, WA, 98053, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rebecca Sorrells 

Odessa, TX, 79763, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Margaret Smith 

BuUalo, NY, 14210, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Debra Jamil 

Trabuco Canyon, CA, 92679, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tony Cappella 

Burlington, MA, 01803, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cynthia McGreevy 

Foxboro, MA, 02035, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Walter Lundy 

Falls Church, VA, 22041, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
sheldon graham 

Warren, OH, 44484, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Glenda Gadson 

Winston Salem, NC, 27107, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Audrey Hann 

Lakewood, CA, 90712, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Becky Kirts 

Vallonia, IN, 47281, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joann Aragon 

Vacaville, CA, 95687, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carol Medrzycki 

Sumner, TX, 75486, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Roberta Cid-Williamson 

Norfolk, VA, 23505, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Aaron Montoya 

Bel Aire, KS, 67220, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lynda Kremin 

Avon, CO, 81620, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Janice La Porte 

Oak Lawn, IL, 60453, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sue Reid 

Pecatonica, IL, 61063, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Anneliese Schultz 

Gray, ME, 04039, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Braiden Paasch 

Clayton, WA, 99110, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Linda Smith 

Clearwater, FL, 33763, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tom Simmons 

Lubbock, TX, 79414, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Helen and Alex Yezerets 

Columbus, IN, 47201, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ray Sawyer 

Amherst, MA, 01002, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
George Hofsretterl 

Union Hall, VA, 24176, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Virginia Wills 

Nimitz, WV, 25978, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Katheryn Newton 

Bradford, AR, 72020, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Johanna Fields 

High Point, NC, 27265, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathleen Gulledge 

Spokane Valley, WA, 99037, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Brenda Kolz 

Kenosha, WI, 53142, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Molly Pickett-Harner 

Morgantown, WV, 26501, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Monica Espinosa 

Fairway, KS, 66205, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Bullock 

Idaho Falls, ID, 83401, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Laura Grebeldinger 

Colorado Springs, CO, 80908, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Vicci Waters 

Tekonsha, MI, 49092, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Alison Page 

Andover, MA, 01810, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Susan Young 

Flushing, NY, 11358, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Floyd Callahan 

Laurel, MD, 20724, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
suzanne cross 

michigan center, MI, 49254, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Brent Caldwell 

Tulsa, OK, 74105, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
James Francis Bailey 

Fremont, IN, 46737, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
marla erhart 

Prescott Valley, AZ, 86314, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Natividad Sevilla 

Waldorf, MD, 20603, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kenyon Karl 

Saco, ME, 04072, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dale Porter 

Post Falls, ID, 83854, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Charles Hartman 

Clifton Park, NY, 12065, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Clyde Sapp 

Charlotte, NC, 28211, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Barbara Hopewell 

Clearfield, KY, 40313, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lisa Dane 

Indianapolis, IN, 46240, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
James Williams 

Takoma Park, MD, 20912, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary Krempges 

Detroit, MI, 48210, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Christy Brewsaugh 

Clombus, IN, 47203, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Amy Rucci 

SuUield, CT, 06078, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Larry Davis 

Opp, AL, 36467, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
TOIYEA Macon 

Tallahassee, FL, 32303, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Patricia Grern 

Chicago, IL, 60609, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Owen Jones 

Akron, OH, 44305, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Clifton Wilkins 

Emporia, VA, 23847, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tracie Kalehuawehe 

Trinidad, CO, 81082, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Martha F HulshoU 

Ballston Lake, NY, 12019, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michael Nehmer 

Townsend, WI, 54175, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Diane Daconti 

San Diego, CA, 92107, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jay McGuire 

Fort Collins, CO, 80525, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Antonio Troyo 

Norco, LA, 70079, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carol Delong 

Allegan, MI, 49010, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
William D. Hoops 

Mount Vernon, IL, 62864, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jim Hackett 

Key West, FL, 33040, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Susan Hayase 

San Jose, CA 95112, CA, 95112, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dawn Ouellet 

Tampa, FL, 33615, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dennis Ullman 

Carmel, NY, 10512, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Daniel Mantle 

West Sacramento, CA, 95691, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carole Ackelson 

Erie, PA, 16510, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jack Archer 

Lancaster, OH, 43130, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jane ChaUee 

Bloomington, MN, 55431, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathleen Suders 

Chambersburg, PA, 17201, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rev. Anthony McGuire 

455 W 20th Ave San Mateo CA 94403, CA, 94403, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lorrie Stallone 

Satellite Beach, FL, 32937, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Pamela Simon 

La Crosse, WI, 54601, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Segoynia Mckernan 

Warden, WA, 98857, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tracy Wood 

Panama City, FL, 32409, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Patricia Briones 

Lansing, MI, 48906, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jennifer Starnes 

Charlotte, NC, 28273, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Foley 

Oviedo, FL, 32765, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michael Starks 

Dade City, FL, 33523, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Erma Clack 

San Antonio, TX, 78239, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Judy Bowerman 

Duson, LA, 70529, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sharon Bennett 

Carrollton, TX, 75007-5009, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Debbie Callahan 

Massillon, OH, 44646, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Genevieve Dasilva 

New Bedford, MA, 02740, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Norman Mandelbaum 

Brooklyn, NY, 11235, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carrie Hammett 

Jacksonville, FL, 32244, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Greg Cleveland 

Hastings, MN, 55033, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Angela Stacy 

Paragould, AR, 72450, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dina Pearl-Thomas 

Bellingham, WA, 98225, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tamara Green 

Tyler, TX, 75701, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dee O'Connell McMurrey 

Dayton, WA, 99328, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Elizabeth Eakins 

Kingman, AZ, 86409, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Brian Leyda 

Athens, OH, 45701, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dujana Fletcher 

Watsonville, CA, 95076, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Henry Haywood 

Ridgeland, MS, 39157, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Steve Pritz 

Lyman, ME, 04002, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Elvin Quinones 

Fairview, NJ, 07022, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mandy Chetrit 

New York, NY, 10021, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Elzy Sweeten 

Elkhart, IN, 46517, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rodney Pragasan 

Los Angeles, CA, 90029, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Pam Blackburn 

Canton, TX, 75103, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dustyne Gobel 

Gas City, IN, 46933, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joseph Young 

Port Townsend, WA, 98368, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Derle Olson 

Corvallis, OR, 97330, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sheila Magesky 

Peabody, MA, 01960, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Johnny Tiller 

Keyes, CA, 95328, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
James Moore 

Hot Springs Village, AR, 71909, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Phyllis Dendy 

Haskell, TX, 79521, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
James Paris 

Stockton, CA, 95215, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joseph Galloway 

Kokomo, IN, 46902, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joyce Geary 

Omaha, NE, 68107, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Beth Powell 

Meadows of Dan, VA, 24120, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jose Alas 

Round Rock, TX, 78665, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Janie Hinojosa 

WolUorth, TX, 79382, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gail Gardner 

Lucerne Valley, CA, 92356, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Betty Oglesby 

Meadville, MS, 39653, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Raymond Watson 

Tallulah, LA, 71282, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Donna Mazzola 

Columbus, GA, 31904, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Linda Wilson 

OLYMPIA, WA, 98502, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jane Martinez 

Slinger, WI, 53086, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
James Tuohy 

Cincinnati, OH, 45236, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bonnie Smith 

Winston Salem, NC, 27104, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joan Blank 

Jackson, NJ, 08527, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Gadd 

Irvine, KY, 40336, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sylvia E Rose 

Van Nuys, CA, 91406, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Victoria Perman 

Beaverton, OR, 97007, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Linda GroU 

Bethlehem, PA, 18018, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Laura Smithkelsey 

Benicia, CA, 94510, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jerome Payne 

Franklin, OH, 45005, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Paula Baker 

Fairport, NY, 14450, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Diane Schulz 

Santa Rosa, CA, 95404, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Debra Ward 

Marshall, WI, 53559, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Linda Courtney 

Findlay, OH, 45840, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sherry Stoll 

Canton, NC, 28716, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ayesha Imam 

Gastonia, NC, 28054, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joseph Benning 

Sacramento, CA, 95815, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Davidd Fleming 

Waldorf, MD, 20603, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cassandra Hargitt 

Dobbins, CA, 95935, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
David Thacker 

JASPER, GA, 30143, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Smith 

Winston-Salem, NC, 27105, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kellie Evilsizer 

Austin, TX, 78759, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
carmella Thibault 

Concordia, KS, 66901, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Beth Davis 

Woodstock, GA, 30189, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Betty Fobare 

West Hempstead, NY, 11552-1166, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michael Humindinger 

Beverly Hills, CA, 90210, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
belle reyes 

AUSTIN, TX, 78726, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Olivia Johnson 

Belleville, IL, 62226, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gerardo Rosadotello 

Aurora, CO, 80018, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sue Nowicki 

Greensburg, PA, 15601, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dayna Aragon 

North Brunswick, NJ, 08902, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
John Vanandel 

Neenah, WI, 54956, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Patricia Frageorgia 

Coventry, RI, 02816, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
William Goldbeck 

Selma, CA, 93662, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Douglas Askegard 

MARION, IL, 62959, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Roseanne Freundt 

Elburn, IL, 60119, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary Link 

Grayslake, IL, 60030, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nick Bird 

Seattle, WA, 98101-0039, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kim Schwend 

Columbia, SC, 29212, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bonny Gleason 

Pelham, NH, 03076, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dearlene Peyatt 

Zanesville, OH, 43701, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Doug Doane 

Danville, PA, 17821, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Craig Ralston 

Arvada, CO, 80003, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
JeUrey Weigel 

Brighton, TN, 38011, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Devin Yamashiro 

KAPAA, HI, 96746, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
José Llavona 

Haines City, FL, 33844, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jerry Shepherd 

dugger, IN, 47848, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rob Fursich 

Hartsdale, NY, 10530, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Vickie Johnson 

Grandview, TX, 76050, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Claire Rino 

Tracy, CA, 95377, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Eduardo Castineira 

Miami, FL, 33172, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Peggy Patrick 

Berea, KY, 40403, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Paul Clancy 

Amherst, NH, 03031, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Wanda Myers 

Dawson, AL, 35963, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
David Fowler 

Middleboro, MA, 02346, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kim George 

DeSoto, TX, 75115, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Miriam Merlo 

Hialeah, FL, 33014, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Deanna Parkhurst 

Weatherford, TX, 76086, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ross Fuglsang 

SIOUX CITY, IA, 51106, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Shirley GriUith 

Springfield, MA, 01109, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
LISA Martinez 

SAN FRANCISCO, CA, 94110, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rhonda Kennedy 

Fontana, CA, 92335, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jennifer Hayes 

Brighton, MI, 48114, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
SUSAN GREGORY 

Franklin, TN, 37067, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathryn Baum 

Chicago, IL, 60616, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Wisneski 

Perkasie, PA, 18944, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
James Hartness 

Topeka, KS, 66614, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Betty Platt 

HAWLEY, PA, 18428, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
James Whitworth 

Rossville, GA, 30741, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Brian Tyson 

Blossburg, PA, 16912, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Faagaloina Sefo 

Anchorage, AK, 99504, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Fredric Frank Myers/artist 

Apache Junction, AZ, 85120, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lisa Sweetser 

West Farmington, ME, 04992, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jessica Philpott 

Westlake, OH, 44145, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
JESSICA TAMARIN 

ANDOVER, MA, 01810, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ronald Bales 

Fairbury, NE, 68352, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Erin Simpson 

Manchester, NH, 03104, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sandra Wilder 

Visalia, CA, 93292, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ruperto Viloria 

Salt Lake City, UT, 84118, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ricardo Dominguez 

Thermal, CA, 92274, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kelly Cross 

Oshkosh, WI, 54902, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Zenaida Almario 

Woodland Park, NJ, 07424, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Candace Hunt 

Slocomb, AL, 36375-5633, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Brynley Pollitt 

Garden Grove, CA, 92844, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Andrew Sutton 

Oswego, IL, 60543, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Thomas Leyba 

Chandler, AZ, 85248, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathy Nelson 

Emmett, ID, 83617, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Barbara A Ellis 

Los Angeles, CA, 90025, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Douglas Lufkin 

Norwich, VT, 05055, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
jessica rana 

cary, NC, 27519, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
CliUord Withrow 

Ashland, KY, 41102, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jeanne Stewart 

Lexington, SC, 29072, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michelle Menard 

Key West, FL, 33040, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Luke Ruby 

Independence, MO, 64055, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Simona Burshteyn 

Pembroke Pines, FL, 33024, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sue Stark 

Longview, TX, 75605, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Doris Eley 

Summerville, GA, 30747, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carlton Sparrow 

Alameda, CA, 94501, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Eric Worthington 

Higden, AR, 72067, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sandra Murray 

Nacogdoches, TX, 75965, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cynthia Harris 

Royse City, TX, 75189, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Stephanie Mohr 

Bondirant, IA, 50035, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Karlene Kincaid 

Lancaster, KY, 40444, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Alexandra Chappell 

Easton, MD, 21601, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Christina Criss 

Chadds ford, PA, 19317, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Grace Guerra 

Pasadena, TX, 77505, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Deirdre Rutledge 

Palm Coast, FL, 32137-8445, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rose Olson 

Sandy, UT, 84070, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
STAUFFER REIFSNEIDER 

Bechtelsville, PA, 19505, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Doretha Edwards 

Little River, SC, 29566, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Scarlett Burgess 

Bennington, VT, 05201, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sandra Simeon 

Dunnellon, FL, 34432, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jacki Diguls 

Cincinnati, OH, 45226, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathy Ford 

McHenry, IL, 60050, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jennifer Ruch 

SAINT LOUIS, MO, 63129, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ginger HoUey 

Santa Maria, CA, 93455, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gilbert Hall 

Miami, FL, 33131, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Margo Coppi 

Indianapolis, IN, 46202, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tara Owens 

Poquoson, VA, 23662, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lena Anungazuk 

Anchorage, AK, 99508, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Janie Miller 

JeUerson, IA, 50129, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joycr Monkley 

Lbk, FL, 34275, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
CliUord Dobson 

Zephyrhills, FL, 33542, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jessica Muncy 

Salem, VA, 24153, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Torre Reaves 

Fredericksburg, VA, 22405, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sherry Willis 

Crowley, TX, 76036, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathy Martinez 

Dallas, TX, 75227, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sher Elliott 

Magnolia, TX, 77354, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Andrea Liss 

los angeles, CA, 90026, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Janet Brandon 

Spring Branch, TX, 78070, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Diana Holland 

Baltimore, MD, 21201, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jessica Calixto 

Tinton Falls, NJ, 07724, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Doris Marcano 

Hollywood, FL, 33020, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jennifer Lewin 

Atlanta, GA, 30339, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jim Horath 

Delavan, IL, 61734, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Janet Sharp 

Georgetown, TX, 78633, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary Martin 

Ridgewood, NY, 11385, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sandy Holmberg 

Avon, IN, 46123, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Thomas Barsness 

Lewiston, CA, 96052, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Pam Hagy 

Nashville, TN, 37215, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Martin Steadman 

Chicago, IL, 60640, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michael Morgan 

Lake Wales, FL, 33853, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dianne Flessa 

PRAIRIE VILLAGE, KS, 66208, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Daniella Alaimo 

Valley Stream, NY, 11580, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Randy Savicky 

Boynton Beach, FL, 33472, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bee Hedge 

Lenoir City, TN, 37771, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sheleg Jose 

Jacksonville, FL, 32217, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Daran Haber 

Red Bank, NJ, 07701, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
EILEEN Feltman 

MIDDLE ISLAND, NY, 11953-2037, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jay Tekchandani 

NEW HOPE, PA, 18938, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joy Beane 

Boston, MA, 02128, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kelly McCormick 

Cincinnati, OH, 45245, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
wayne gugelman 

Malad City, ID, 83252, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Paula Ochs 

Bloomfield, NJ, 07003, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Fred Nordstrom 

Sanibel, FL, 33957, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carman Attaway 

Saint Marys, GA, 31558, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Garold Henry 

Panora, IA, 50216, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jeannine Parisi 

Edgewater, FL, 32132, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Veronica Castro 

Perris, CA, 92570, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
JANE KUSUMA 

Newberry, FL, 32669, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Anthony Kent 

Kansas City, MO, 64109-1407, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Telesa Morrison 

Tuscaloosa, AL, 35405, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Eric Sivertson 

Sioux Falls, SD, 57108, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jacob Ledger 

Cleveland, OH, 44109, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kimberly Hitt 

Wilmington, DE, 19808, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dan Sheean 

Somerset, CA, 95684, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Craig Rivera 

Camarillo, CA, 93010, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Alexander Dent 

Avon, IN, 46123, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Brenda Macdonald 

Jackson, MI, 49203, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cinthia Wysong 

Bonne Terre, MO, 63628, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
patricia hawkridge 

Mankato, MN, 56001, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Janice Sutch 

Norr, PA, 19401, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Patricia Murray 

Moberly, MO, 65270, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dennis HoUman 

Omaha, NE, 68130, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
titiana hopkins 

Peoria,AZ, AZ, 85345, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Diana Gamez 

Austin, TX, 78745, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
JON TOAL 

St. Augustine, FL, 32086, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Aaron Maxa 

Pittsburgh, PA, 15216, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Callie Windsor 

Blue River, WI, 53518, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Maria Serritella 

HOUSTON, TX, 77021, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Peter Doyon 

Auburn, ME, 04210, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sharon SchaUer 

Los Angeles, CA, 90293, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Patricia Murray 

Moberly, MO, 65270, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ronald Paredes 

Waipahu, HI, 96797, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bonnie Cameron 

Royal Oak, MI, 48073, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rod DeOcera 

Rancho Mirage, CA, 92270, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Harry Anderson 

Barnum, IA, 50518, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Linda Benda 

Oak Lawn, IL, 60453, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Linda Plsek 

Baltimore, MD, 21214, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jeri Nielson 

Vernon Rockville, CT, 06066, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kim Hanadel 

Tuckerton, NJ, 08087, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
PRISCILLA CARPENDER 

Charlotte, NC, 28210, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Harold Leslie 

Broomfield, CO, 80023, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dorothy Bacon-Neighbors 

Warwick, 10990, NY, 10990-1513, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Paul Geelhoed 

Rockford, MI, 49341, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Barbara Guttman 

Miami Beach, FL, 33140, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rhonda Fields 

Cookeville, TN, 38501, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jordan Whalen 

Newark, DE, 19711, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Steven Anderson 

West Valley City, UT, 84119, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Brenda Poulos 

Tallahassee, FL, 32312-4119, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
George Gunter 

Monroe, MI, 48161, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gaylene Sloane 

Lakewood, OH, 44107-4858, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary Kee 

Plano, TX, 75093, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Wanda Tidwell 

Mauk, GA, 31058, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Trish Kozor 

Mishawaka, IN, 46545, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rosalinda Torres 

Beverly, MA, 01915, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joan DeVagno 

FLUSHING, NY, 11354, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Beth Winfrey 

Paso Robles, CA, 93446, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Polly Sack 

Pittsford, NY, 14534, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ernest Sagman 

Zeeland, MI, 49464, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jesse Younce 

Macomb, MI, 48044, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Leanna Lott 

Grantsville, UT, 84029, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Brett Koon 

Royal Oak, MI, 48073, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Donna Cutler 

Pocatello, ID, 83202, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Richard Anderson 

Lincoln City, OR, 97367, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Laurence Wise 

Olney, MD, 20832, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Reta Cosby 

Upper Marlboro, MD, 20774, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tara Solomon 

Miami beach, FL, 33141, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Suzanne Stamatov 

Santa Fe, NM, 87507, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dana Hollingsworth 

Bossier City, LA, 71111, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bobby Crosby 

Statesville, NC, 28677, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kim Milford 

Brenham, TX, 77833, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jim Lunsford 

Burnet, TX, 78611, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Bills 

Burnet, TX, 78611, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Scott Underhill 

Temecula, CA, 92591, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
James Chapman 

Long Beach, CA, 90802, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathleen Sivyer 

Lansing, MI, 48906, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Debra Pacheco 

Princeton, NJ, 08540, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary Catherine Green 

Madison, WI, 53719, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jenny Hreha 

San Juan Capistrano, CA, 92675, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gerald Kemp 

Los Angeles, CA, 90037, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
CAROL BAILY 

South River, NJ, 08882, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
John & Carol Bolek Bolek 

North Canton, OH, 44720, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
David Malcolm 

Tampa, FL, 33615, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lucy Goldsbro 

Manhattan, NY, 10009, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ellen Chartrand 

Rochester, NH, 03867, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tony Leblanc 

Abbeville, LA, 70510, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rachel Tag 

Chicago, IL, 60626, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Charles Boseman 

Flint, MI, 48504, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
James Grzelak 

Mendon, MI, 49072, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Elizabeth Fritz 

Mogadore, OH, 44260, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Martina Hainke 

cleveland heights, OH, 44118, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mamie Moore 

Clearwater, FL, 33756, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Chuntay Hermanyhorses 

Dulce, NM, 87528, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathleen Holloway 

Greenwood, DE, 19950, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Terri Almond 

Honea Path, SC, 29654, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lawrence Del Prete 

Abingdon, MD, 21009, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Suzanne O'Keefe 

Vancouver, WA, 98665, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rosi Stambaugh 

Peoria, IL, 61615, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Angela VanCleve 

HIGH SPRINGS, FL, 32643, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mats Sanden 

North East, MD, 21901, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Thad Michniewicz 

Pickerington, OH, 43147, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tracie LaCour 

Waxahachie, TX, 75168, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
kim Elsing 

tomah, WI, 54660, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathleen Broderick 

Little Valley, NY, 14755, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Melissa Mazaeda 

SARASOTA, FL, 34241, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carroll Waiboer 

Greenville, SC, 29609, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lisa Frye 

Charlotte, NC, 28270, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cyanna Gwyn 

Louisville, KY, 40214, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nina Harbaugh 

Philipsburg, PA, 16866, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nancie Mcclure 

Cedar Rapids, IA, 52403, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jheri Schell 

Ocean Park, WA, 98640, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Thelma Phillips 

Richmond, CA, 94804, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bobby Snyder 

North Conway, NH, 03860, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
karhy hilt 

dublin, OH, 43016, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Deborah Renowden 

Allentown, PA, 18103, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Vicky Kloth 

Savanna, IL, 61074, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Thomas Cline 

Pena Blanca, NM, 87041, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Deborah Herron 

River Rouge, MI, 48218, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cris Mclean 

Arcadia, FL, 34266, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathy Anderson Wilson 

Fort Worth, TX, 76120, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
George Rivers 

Virginia Beach, VA, 23464, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rickie Ernst 

Decatur, IL, 62526, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sandra Baran 

Independence, OH, 44131, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
John Manion 

Sellersburg, IN, 47172, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Leobardo Guerrero 

Selma, CA, 93662, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joey Seamans 

Brattleboro, VT, 05301, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Wanda Mounce 

Asheboro, NC, 27205, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Candice Simmons 

Longwood, FL, 32752, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carolyn Bryant 

Sheridan, AR, 72150, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marianne Audia 

The Villages, FL, 32162, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Alice Cooper 

Malvern, AR, 72104, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Benjamin Nicdao 

Middle River, MD, 21220, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Patricia Mata 

Buda, TX, 78610, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lyuba Shepelev 

Newtown, PA, 18940, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Eric Kuntz 

BROOKLYN, NY, 11234, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carla Hunter 

Folsom, CA, 95630, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Melvin English 

Victorville, CA, 92392, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Susan Benning 

Voorhees, NJ, 08043, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Selena Frazier 

Missoula, MT, 59802, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Pamela Smith 

Brecksville, OH, 44141, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mike Lenart 

Deaver, WY, 82421, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Judith Carmical 

Rogers, AR, 72756, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Annette Titus 

Eugene, OR, 97401, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lynanne Ford 

Milwaukee, WI, 53221, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Fath 

Temple, TX, 76504, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Veronica pinchak 

Chardon, OH, 44024, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
claude moore 

Salem, VA, 24153, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sally Rist 

Alachua, FL, 32615, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Alissa Pemberton 

Bicknell, IN, 47512, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Nunn 

Hinesville, GA, 31313, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Barbara Haire 

OCEAN SHORES, WA, 98569, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Barbara Szeredy 

Peoria, AZ, 85382, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Melinda Kimmons 

Andalusia, AL, 36421, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Peter Moore 

Garden, MI, 49835-0205, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rheta Hogan 

Ironton, OH, 45638, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Brita Light 

Camden, ME, 04843, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joseph Cunningham 

Jackson Heights, NY, 11372, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joan Puls 

Redondo Beach, CA, 90278, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kelly Tynan 

Wasilla, AK, 99623, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Milton Phillips 

Colquitt, GA, 39837, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Gulley 

San Antonio, TX, 78235, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Beat Kocher 

Reno, NV, 89521, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joan Cartwright 

Dunnellon, FL, 34431, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Darrin Latvala 

Calumet, MI, 49913, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
M Pankiw 

EVANSTON, IL, 60201, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ruby Cross 

Virginia Beach, VA, 23451, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Barbara Floridino olsen 

Portland, ME, 04103, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lou Marrs 

Sarcoxie, MO, 64862, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cheryl Fraise 

West Point, IA, 52656, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Alice Lucero 

Los Angeles, CA, 90022, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cynthia Williams 

Newnan, GA, 30263, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Julie Teneyck 

BuUalo, MN, 55313, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Crystal Alampi 

Greenfield Township, PA, 18408, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rachel Alipui 

Westwood, NJ, 07675, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Janice Ledbetter 

Lexington, SC, 29073, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Susan Galbraith 

Albuquerque, NM, 87109, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Frank Carozzolo 

BUFFALO, NY, 14213, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary Pianko 

Grb, PA, 15601, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Linda Bystrak 

Salisbury, MD, 21801, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
George Ruch 

Dallas, TX, 75241, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ashley Wells 

Great Falls, MT, 59401, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
rose POLIS 

MASSAPEQUA PARK, NY, 11762, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lynn McMurray 

Union, ME, 04862, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tangy Crouse 

Newton, NC, 28658, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Russell 

Skowhegan, ME, 04976, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary Poor 

San Rafael, CA, 94903, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Leonor Rodriguez 

El Paso, TX, 79902, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
lili shintani 

Honolulu, HI, 96819, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Stephanie Jones 

Lutz, FL, 33548, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Maury Dewald 

Newport Beach, CA, 92660, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Raymond Mccoy 

Bellevue, WA, 98007, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carmen Dilley 

Forney, TX, 75126, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lauren Guglielmi 

Allendale, NJ, 07401, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marylynn Farbo 

Somerset, PA, 15501, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cheryl Fastino-Silvia 

Swansea, MA, 02777-4912, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ray Rose 

Chandler, AZ, 85286, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ruth A Shevelev 

San Francisco, CA, 94114-3914, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Linda Sanchez 

Vinita, OK, 74301, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dawn Del Rocco 

Philadelphia, PA, 19134, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Barbara Clark 

Horseheads, NY, 14845, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Thomas Hamrick 

Hot Springs, AR, 71901, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Laura Akins 

Las Vegas, NV, 89106, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nelly Marklein 

Glendale, NY, 11385, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Patricia Dickison 

Camarillo, CA, 93010, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Susan Lantz 

Chico, CA, 95926, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joyce Crawford 

Moberly, MO, 65270, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Wyman Sturkie 

Locust, NC, 28097, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jerry Nenarella 

Dayton, NV, 89403, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rose Bonnah 

Rutland, MA, 01543, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Debra Russell 

Pryor, OK, 74361, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Diana Potvin 

Wilson, MI, 49896, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sammy Washington 

La Vernia, TX, 78121, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Donghui Ye 

Orange, NJ, 07050, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bill Gilbreth 

Fresno, CA, 93722, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Christie Applewhite 

Virginia Beach, VA, 23454, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kimberly Lambert 

Akron, OH, 44314, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Wendy Hall 

GARLAND, TX, 75040, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cathy Solorzano 

Monterey, TN, 38574, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cindy Waller 

Hayden, ID, 83835, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Matt Loach 

Plattsburgh, NY, 12901, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jeremy Meade 

Fort Wayne, IN, 46825, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cynthia Howell 

Sterling, VA, 20165, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Peggy Barron 

Victoria, VA, 23974, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Danny Alvarez 

Lawrenceville, GA, 30044, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Angela Loudermilk 

Powder Springs, GA, 30127, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathleen Glennie 

Altadena, CA, 91001, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Susan Hardy 

Apex, NC, 27502, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
LYDIA MOLL 

Alexandria, AL, 36250, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathy Zaber 

Homewood, IL, 60430, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nancy Ohmann 

Hopkins, MN, 55343, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Todd Martin 

Rome, NY, 13440, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Estela Avila 

Houston, TX, 77069, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Betty Philip 

Kingsville, OH, 44048, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Fedelina Montez 

Walsenburg, CO, 81089, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Graciela Delatorre 

Santa Monica, CA, 90404, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sandra Bryant 

BuUalo, IA, 52728, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nuntiyo Bhikkhu 

Selleck, WA, 98051, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kenneth Mouton 

Lake Charles, LA, 70605, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Karen Wertz 

Modesto, CA, 95354, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joseph Brown 

Detroit, MI, 48224, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lisa Alford 

Jacksonville, FL, 32211, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Angelica Morales 

Kenner, LA, 70065, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
B JOHNSON 

SPRINGFIELD, MN, 56087, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Thomas Morgan 

Baltimore, MD, 21229, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nileo Guerra 

Windsor Locks, CT, 06096, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ann Miller 

Minneapolis, MN, 55401, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Erin Burkry 

Johnstown, PA, 15901, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joyce Wible 

Latrobe, PA, 15650, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Alan Scop 

Sylmar, CA, 91342, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Claude Clark 

Fuquay Varina, NC, 27526, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Javier Perez 

Pacific Beach, WA, 98571, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Charles Whiting 

Evergreen, CO, 80439, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Graciela Oliver 

Newark, NJ, 07104, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rose M. Alaio 

New York, NY, 10019, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Edwinna Jacobs 

Maxton, NC, 28364, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Jenkins 

Tampa, FL, 33604, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Susan Rajunas 

Harvard, MA, 01451, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gary HoUman 

Las vegas, NV, 89179, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Connie Sandidge 

Batesville, MS, 38606, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jon Moore 

Bonaire, GA, 31005, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Beth Evrard 

Shepherdsville, KY, 40165-6165, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jessica Nichols 

CONROE, TX, 77304, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Earl Kresen 

Naugatuck, CT, 06770, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Steve Laycock 

Mililani, HI, 96789, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Roderick Jordan 

Baltimore, MD, 21223, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Wilma Humphreys 

Aumsville, OR, 97325, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Elaine Meixner 

Metuchen, NJ, 08840, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Veronica Jayo 

Las Vegas, NV, 89122, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Patricia Del prete 

Rohnert Park, CA, 94928, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ryback Jean 

BENTON, IL, 62812, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Smith 

Elkton, MD, 21921, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Julie Whiteside 

Cottonwood, AZ, 86326, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
KATHERINE ROTH 

Traverse City, MI, 49684, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Judy Shimley 

GriUin, GA, 30224, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Frances Cullari 

Dunedin, FL, 34698, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Daniel Weir 

Traverse City, MI, 49685, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gloria Lawrence 

SuUolk, VA, 23435, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Misty Carr 

Bushnell, FL, 33513, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tripp Soukup 

Matthews, NC, 28104, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Laura Rozamus 

Dorchester Center, MA, 02124, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Todd Pysher 

Montgomery, PA, 17752, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marykay Seidl 

Randall, MN, 56475, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
John Hurts 

Oxford, NC, 27565, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Theresa Jones 

Egg Harbor Twp, NJ, 08234, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Amy Howell 

EGG HARBOR CITY, NJ, 08215, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
deborah taylor 

bayonne, NJ, 07002, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
j. Mitchell 

not necessary, FL, 33060, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Emily Andrews 

Harrells, NC, 28444, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
James Waugh 

BELMONT, MA, 02478, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Julie Rohrer 

Evansville, IN, 47711, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Maryellen Dutton 

Marion, OH, 43302, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Craig Thomas 

Corte Madera, CA, 94925, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joshua Bodenstein 

Loveland, OH, 45140, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Janice Janice simmons 

Lenoir, NC, 28645, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marsha Stevens 

Salem, OR, 97301, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sylvia Gallo 

Englewood, CO, 80112, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cathy Zangari 

Oyster Bay, NY, 11771, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Wilsey Dupre 

Bourg, LA, 70343, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sandra Wever 

Kansas City, MO, 64123, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
B A Burton 

Memphis, TN, 38111, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
William Cruz 

Sayreville, NJ, 08872, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Janice Bloodsworth 

Conway, SC, 29526, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Myrna Anthieny 

Fresno, CA, 93725, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ronald Nabors 

Longview, WA, 98632, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Megan Vynne 

KAPAA, HI, 96746, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Karen Molden 

West Warwick, RI, 02893, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carlos Ortiz 

San Bruno, CA, 94066, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rod Wymer 

Aurora, OR, 97002, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Andrea Velasquez 

Orlando, FL, 32803, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary Zimmermann 

Gilbert, AZ, 85295, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sal Martinez 

Sierra Vista, AZ, 85650, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rin Kamishiro 

Sarasota, FL, 34233, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
D B 

Sierra Vista, AZ, 85650, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Theresa Lewis 

Pensacola, FL, 32504, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Anthony Stevens 

Denver, CO, 80234, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nicole Barton 

Cincinnati, OH, 45255, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Darlene Bibbens 

Neptune, NJ, 07753, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Pat Hunter 

San Mateo, CA, 94402, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Donetta Smith 

Lees Summit, MO, 64063, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cathy Sanchez 

Live Oak, TX, 78233, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michael Bechard 

Houston, TX, 77027, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gene DeSantis 

New Milford, NJ, 07646, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sandra Mcphearson 

Van, TX, 75790, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Peggy Tysontyson 

Poway, CA, 92064, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
James Johnson 

Glasgow, KY, 42141, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tanya Baierlein 

Pensacola, FL, 32505, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Roxana Chavez 

Tucumcari, NM, 88401, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dale Schreiber 

Garrison, TX, 75946, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Manuel Torres 

Clovis, CA, 93612, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Berit Haaland 

Deltona, FL, 32738, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Donnell Pennewell 

Harrington, DE, 19952, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tom Hart 

Mount prospect, IL, 60056, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Renee Cook 

Renton, WA, 98058, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Richard Farrar 

Cottonwood, CA, 96022, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dollie Johnson 

Memphis, TN, 38135, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
ERIKA Fitzgerald 

Jacksonville, FL, 32207, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Julie Skjonsby 

Park Rapids, MN, 56470, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Depree Littlejohn 

Moreno Valley, CA, 92551, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ossie Carter 

Greenville, SC, 29607, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Meredith Ewing 

Tallahassee, FL, 32312, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Toriana Kicklighter 

Lansing, MI, 48911, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
JeniUer Graham 

kingwood, WV, 26537-9779, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jacqieline Glimn 

Chicago, IL, 60643, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Linda A 

Meriden, CT, 06450, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
William Phelps 

Fort Worth, TX, 76111, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Gucwa 

Williamsburg, VA, 23188, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Patricia Meagher 

Dayton, OH, 45440, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Berta Valenzuela 

Alpine, TX, 79830, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Adriana Mattatia 

Fort Laudardale, FL, 33312, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Justice Williams 

Raleigh, NC, 27610, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jennifer Berg 

Portland, TN, 37148, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tamatha Hannah 

Billings, MT, 59102, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Elizabeth Woodley 

Bronx, NY, 10472, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ronald Revers 

Mechanicville, NY, 12118-3365, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dudley Boone 

Redlands, CA, 92373-5787, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kandie Jensen 

La Grande, OR, 97850, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Edward Goldfin 

Verona, WI, 53593-2309, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Louis Kriesberg 

Syracuse, NY, 13057, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Vickie Clark 

Rapid City, SD, 57701, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michael Bach 

Pomona, NY, 10970, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Diana Hatch 

Conroe, TX, 77304, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Frances Baldwin 

Zephyrhills, FL, 33541, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Zev Burrows 

NEW YORK, NY, 10027, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Brenda Griggs 

Bakersfield, CA, 93388, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Andrea Patterson 

Miami, FL, 33161, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Linda Bickham 

South Bend, IN, 46616, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
david butler 

palm coast, FL, 32164, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bob Simmons 

Springfield, OR, 97478, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Denise Hamilton 

Rustburg, VA, 24588, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Willie Hampton 

Rancho Cordova, CA, 95670, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michelle Tiger 

Glenside, PA, 19038, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jeannie Massia 

Bates City, MO, 64011, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Chad Larence 

Martinsville, IN, IN, 46151, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cherry Chadney 

Enoree, SC, 29335, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kael MoUat 

Olympia, WA, 98501, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
PatrickF Campbell 

Jacksonville, FL, 32217, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
James Hauver 

Palm Desert, CA, 92260, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lisa Kovac 

Duquesne, PA, 15110, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Janice Nguyen 

Middletown, DE, 19709, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lisa Tisdale 

North Charleston, SC, 29418, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Denise Motta 

St Louis, MO, 63123, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Maria Marada 

River Vale, NJ, 07675, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lisa Provident 

Tarrs, PA, 15688, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Alan Hanson 

Edgerton, KS, 66021, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rhonda Tuttle 

Palmdale, CA, 93591, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Diane Holland 

San Diego, CA, 92107, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dianne Howell 

Elkhorn, NE, 68022, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jodie Smith 

Sarasota, FL, 34231, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
aa LAINE 

CHARLESTOWN, MA, 02129, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Anne Comeaux 

Church Hill, TN, 37642, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robin Vizer 

Groveland, FL, 34736, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nancy Burke 

Clinton, IA, 52732, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Abby Froehle 

Duluth, MN, 55804, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sara Shumake 

Hampton, GA, 30228, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kevin Andrews 

Darlington, WI, 53530, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Charles Rogers 

Iron Ridge, WI, 53035, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carol Mauter 

Melbourne, FL, 32940, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Julie Schneider 

Sun City Center, FL, 33573, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
KIMBERLY THOMPSON 

Albany, CA, 94706, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Diana Chaney 

Springfield, OH, 45503, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Toyo Yano 

Anaheim, CA, 92807, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
William Hamilton 

Patchogue, NY, 11772, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Richard Voiles 

Fort Myers, FL, 33967, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Wallette Nagaishi 

Waianae, HI, 96792, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Vincent Wilson 

Philadelphia, PA, 19132, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gilbert Monroy 

Lansing, MI, 48906, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sonja King 

Litchfield, OH, 44253, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Eugene Friedman 

Port JeUerson Station, NY, 11776, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
John Bracik 

Cedar Lake, IN, 46303, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Renee Barfield 

Jay, FL, 32565, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lindsey Lee 

Lufkin, TX, 75904, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Evan Pritchard 

Fort Worth, TX, 76110, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Wendy Short 

SALISBURY, NC, 28147, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Charles Touchton 

Defuniak Springs, FL, 32433, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Susan Lilley 

Orcutt, CA, 93455, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Elpisramonbeltrefeliz Elpisramonbeltrefeliz 

Hazleton, PA, 18201, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dianne Albenzi 

Norristown, PA, 19401, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Renae VanWagner 

Lake Worth Beach, FL, 33460, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jose p morales Morales 

Los Angeles, CA, 90044, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Linda R. Campbell 

Farmington Hills, MI, 48335, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Johnny Egurrola 

Minneapolis, MN, 55404, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Shelby Bevins-Sullivan 

Frankfort, KY, 40601, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Regener Stewart 

Penns Grove, NJ, 08069, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gregory Robinson 

Dallas, TX, 75228, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Richard Southgate 

San Luis Obispo, CA, 93401, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tara Peterson 

Louisville, KY, 41680, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Margaret Metcalf 

Mountain Home, AR, 72653, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bobbi Wheeler 

Normal, IL, 61761, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Autumn Wilson 

Andover, KS, 67002, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Linda Mcdonald 

Roseboom, NY, 13450, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
James Kehrer 

Bridgman, MI, 49106-9721, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Viola Heater 

New Milton, WV, 26411, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Monique Frazer 

Hampstead, NH, 03841, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Miles Tarape 

Mililani, HI, 96789, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lynn Bogan 

Stuart, FL, 34997, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sarah Braud 

Moseley, VA, 23120, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Amy Taylor 

Sacramento, CA, 95822, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Roger Horn 

Arnold, MO, 63010, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jane Keating 

Broomall, PA, 19008, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mike Stauder 

Massapequa, NY, 11758, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Christine DiClementi-Harlow 

Gurnee, IL, 60031-2476, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rebecca Brinson 

Hebron, MD, 21830, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
linda patterson 

Lafayette, IN, 47905, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
ellen grove 

Brooklyn, NY, 11201, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Helen Stancil 

Mooresville, NC, 28115, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
CD DASH 

SOUTH BEND, IN, 46613, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Charline Rugen 

Manassas, VA, 20110, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gail Tinsley 

Goleta, CA, 93117, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cynthia Wilburn 

Russell, KY, 41169, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathleen Nesmith 

Groveland, FL, 34736, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Willie Bolin 

El Centro, CA, 92243, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Karen Tucker 

Pensacola, FL, 32522, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Monica Bearden 

Eatonton, GA, 31024, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joanna Strickland 

Upatoi, GA, 31829, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jay Morse 

Bangor, ME, 04401, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Frank Adam 

Aliquippa, PA, 15001, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary Ritchart 

New Lisbon, WI, 53950, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
John Rude 

Empire, MI, 49630, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
ELIZABETH ROSADO 

Riverside, CA, 92507, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Charlene Martin 

Bismarck, AR, 71929, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Loren Franklin 

Wareham, MA, 02571, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Anna Grossmann 

Nixa, MO, 65714, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Misty Wise 

Topeka, KS, 66605, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Charles Richardson 

Pahoa, HI, 96778, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Vivian Steele 

Biscoe, NC, 27209, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cathy Bishop 

Union City, TN, 38261, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Fern Tishman 

New York, NY, 10075, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lincoln Richardson 

Lake Charles, LA, 70615, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Terry Lentz 

Winchester, TN, 37398, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kimball Cole 

Troy, MI, 48084, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary-Jo Weber 

OCALA, FL, 34473, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Chris Sullivan 

New Canaan, CT, 06840, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Koenn 

BRANDON, FL, 33510, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
barbara Pryor 

Dexter, MO, 63841, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Valerie Weiss 

Kapaa, HI, 96746, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Peter Miess 

Madison, WI, 53705, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Paul Coyne 

Worcester, MA, 01609, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Daniel Barlowe 

Charlotte, NC, 28277, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Erin Salva 

Mount Vernon, OH, 43050, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ted Valdez 

Aztec, NM, 87410, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
DM Baverstock 

Stoughton, WI, 53589, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kristen Potter 

House Springs, MO, 63051, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Felipa Castro 

Moses Lake, WA, 98837, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Aurelia Green 

Missouri City, TX, 77489, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
George Woelfel 

Fayetteville, NC, 28304, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lisa Jellison 

Woonsocket, RI, 02895, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nellie Hillmer 

Holly Springs, MS, 38635, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lyla Ennen 

Menoken, ND, 58558, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cynthia Olival 

Bishop, CA, 93514, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nancy Hestand 

Coleman, OK, 73432, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Thomas Blaney 

Oklahoma City, OK, 73179, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ann Carpenter 

Hingham, MA, 02043, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carolyn Daniel 

Beckley, WV, 25801, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Freddy Rivera 

Corona Queen, NY, 11368, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Suzanne Burgoyne 

Columbia, MO, 65203, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
alex sullivan 

Gloucester, MA, 01930, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jay Denniston 

Phoenix, AZ, 85020, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Suzanne Sorby 

Eagle Point, OR, 97524, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
J. Scheidel 

Berwyn PA, PA, 19312, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Margaret Driller 

Coatesville, PA, 19320, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jacee Johnson 

Parachute, CO, 81635, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joseph Healy 

Levittown, NY, 11756, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jan Clark 

Columbus, OH, 43224, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cindi Keane 

Kearns, UT, 84118, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Judith Krulewitz 

Arlington, MA, 02476, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
kristi berry 

Oceanside, CA, 92057, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gery Sutherland 

Monongahela, PA, 15063, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Arthur Kinsler 

Bothell, WA, 98012, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nadya Howansky 

Basking Ridge, NJ, 07920, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Richard Kula 

BURLINGTON, WI, 53105-7427, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Veleria Okelley 

Atlanta, GA, 30311, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dianne Howell 

Elkhorn, NE, 68023, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cecil Brown 

Newton, NC, 28658, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marilyn Rivera 

Easthampton, MA, 01027, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Maria Obetsanov 

Bloomington, CA, 92316, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Martha Garrison 

Laurens, SC, 29360, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gary Squint 

Bourbon, IN, 46504, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Roy Hanson 

New Haven, CT, 06513, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary Roberson 

Robersonville, NC, 27871, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Natalie Stetser 

Cape May Court House, NJ, 08210, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michael Zsiga 

Oxford, ME, 04270, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jessica Wasserman 

Rochester, NY, 14618, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ruby Reagan 

Starke, FL, 32091, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Karolyn Miller 

Villa Park, IL, 60181, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Susan David 

Hillsborough, CA, 94010, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jennifer Anderson 

Durant, OK, 74701, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Patricia Rogers 

Chandler, AZ, 85225, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Albert Armstrong 

Southfield, MI, 48033, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
James Hill 

Caruthersville, MO, 63830, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Patricia Troglen 

Hephzibah, GA, 30815, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tommy Ingram 

Richmond, VA, 23219, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Virginia Metzler 

Ormond Beach, FL, 32174, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jane Eshelman 

Wichita, KS, 67220, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bob Wagner 

Mount Vernon, IA, 52314, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tanya Lipari 

Ellsworth, ME, 04605, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Donna Jarvis 

Mt. AIRY, NC, 27030, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sunny Tabino 

Summerville, OR, 97876, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Colleen Rinehart 

Bartlesville, OK, 74006, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Piyush Taparia 

New York, NY, 10036, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
John Keplinger 

Phoenix, AZ, 85009, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Susan Nemec 

Mount Dora, FL, 32757, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carolyn RockoU 

Boca Raton, FL, 33496, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
William Washburn 

Lake Ozark, MO, 65049, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Barbara Evans 

Cadillac, MI, 49601, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Louis Duncan 

Greenwood, MS, 38930, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joyce Fox 

American Falls, ID, 83211, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Denniswhite White 

Brooklyn, NY, 11203, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Karen Bowerman 

Sebastian, FL, 32976, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Melissa Lazio 

Clearwater, FL, 33755, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Betty Hayes 

Montour Falls, NY, 14865, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Elizabeth Bledsoe 

Portland, OR, 97213, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Efrain Torres 

Rochester, NY, 14608, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Donald Wilhite 

Arlington, TX, 76018, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Annann Farrar 

Barboursville, WV, 25504, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carnisha Hamilton 

Oklahoma City, OK, 73127, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Prentiss Kading 

Lorida, FL, 33857, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lori Citro 

Newark, DE, 19711, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carrie Russell 

Waterville, OH, 43566, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Laurie Hitchcock 

Ravena, NY, 12143, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Zach Patrick 

Frederick, MD, 21702, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Larry Anderson 

Byrdstown, TN, 38549, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rhonda ONeal 

Auburn, WA, 98092, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Susan Hall 

Vian, OK, 74962, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tammy Tsonis 

Park Ridge, IL, 60068, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dedra Pittman 

Emmet, AR, 71835, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Walter Wray Jr. 

Harrisburg, PA, 17104, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gloria Diaz 

Saint Petersburg, FL, 33713, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Autumn Kull 

Knoxville, TN, 37919, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kaya Goodwin 

Sonora, CA, 95370, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Victor M DELEON 

NEW YORK, NY, 10016-3222, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Pedro Montalvovalentin 

Mayo, FL, 32066, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michelle Ciofalo 

East Rockaway, NY, 11518, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Theresa Yant 

Micanopy, FL, 32667, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Brittany Stokes 

Fernley, NV, 89408, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Izabela Bartoszuk 

Oak Park, IL, 60302, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Candace Eastman 

FAIRLEE, VT, 05045, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Grace Miles 

Fresno, CA, 93711, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lety Cervantes 

Phoenix, AZ, 85053, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ivana Breznik 

NEW YORK, NY, 10021, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jennifer Gargano 

Lindenhurst, NY, 11757, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Melvin Grayjr 

Claysville, PA, 15323, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mana Harris 

Meridian, MS, 39301, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Barry Morris 

Parkersburg, WV, 26101, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
K MacKinnon 

Tampa, FL, 33618, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sandra Boyd 

Eagle Point, OR, 97524, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Connie Clark 

Asheville, NC, 28806, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Miguel Ibarra 

Garland, TX, 75042, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dennis Hall 

Springfield, MO, 65802, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathleen Adams 

Los angeles, CA, 90066, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Christian Friday 

ALBEMARLE, NC, 28001, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
PATRICIA TOMINOVICHSALVATORE 

Mount Airy, MD, 21771, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
PEGGY CAMERON 

Woodland Hills, CA, 91364, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Victoria Skalland 

Los Angeles, CA, 90025, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Camesuze Pierre 

Malden, MA, 02148, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ladonna bierscheid Bierscheid 

Watertown, SD, 57201, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Alana Broberg 

Reno, NV, 89509, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Charles Pugh 

Hyattsville, MD, 20782, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Adam Pesqueira 

Tucson, AZ, 85705, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Susan Claytor 

Danville, CA, 94526, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Pat Nicholson 

DeLand, FL, 32724-9709, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Shelia Boucher 

BuUalo, NY, 14214, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jerry Mckenzie 

Howell, MI, 48843, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
linda cothran 

Rome, GA, 30165, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Paula Leatherland 

New Albany, IN, 47150, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Laura McCrory 

Ashburn, VA, 20147, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Peter Hallas 

Johnston, RI, 02919, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Richard Joos 

Stover, MO, 65078, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
William Shoop 

New Orleans, LA, 70119, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary Mowell 

Hagerstown, MD, 21742, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Deanna Dickens-McCarroll 

TOLEDO, IA, 52342, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Irvin Zwicker 

Davisburg, MI, 48350, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
John Brown 

Los Angeles, CA, 90045, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
John DeFrank 

Hershey, PA, 17033-1506, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
barbara osborne 

Dover, FL, 33527, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Zina Kulbacki 

Mesquite, TX, 75181, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jody Bailey 

Duncan, OK, 73533, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Constance Kelley 

Portland, OR, 97206, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Christopher Krug 

Johnsonburg, PA, 15845, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tami Hopkins 

Sacramento, CA, 95814, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Linda Buckman 

ATHELSTANE, WI, 54104, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Linda Vineyard 

Maryville, TN, 37801, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Patricia Moy 

Ormond Beach, FL, 32174, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kim Jones 

Manahawkin, NJ, 08050, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
David Reisch 

Leesburg, FL, 34788, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Roy Jones 

Saint Paul, MN, 55113, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sandra Silva 

San Antonio, TX, 78264, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Moeser 

Mary Esther, FL, 32569, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jessica Gent 

Perrineville, NJ, 08535, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jacqueline Wilson 

Chicago, IL, 60630, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Patricia Cavicchioni 

Laramie, WY, 82072, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tom VanDyke 

Holland, MI, 49423, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marie Sidor 

West chester, PA, 19380, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ward Mcclenahan 

Auburn, CA, 95602, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Shelley Monahan 

MT PLEASANT, SC, 29466, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Varunkrishna Konduru 

Irving, TX, 75063, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathryn Phelps 

Katonah, NY, 10536, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kimberly Lefevreperales 

Labelle, FL, 33935, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Virgil Key 

Dolton, IL, 60419, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Amy Dewease 

Roanoke, VA, 24017, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tori Branch 

Marysville, CA, 95901, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lillian Moore 

La Habra, CA, 90631, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Greg Ruud 

Minneapolis, MN, 55406, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dennis Wright 

Anderson, IN, 46016, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
JeU Ambroz 

Rochester, NY, 14622, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ken Sharp 

Marmora, NJ, 08223, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Scott Dubin 

Fort Collins, CO, 80526, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathy Gadberry 

Seabeck, WA, 98380, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
karen reichenecker 

wallingford, CT, 06492, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jacob Schimberg 

Eastsound, WA, 98245, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Vance II 

Saint Louis, MO, 63113, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Susan Ganss 

Melissa, TX, 75454-0802, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Patricia Kenyon 

Edina, MN, 55435, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rosemary Jurcenko 

Woodstock, IL, 60098, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jake Cuevas 

Addison, MI, 49220, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dawn Gemmill 

Redding, CA, 96003, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
James King 

Billings, MT, 59101, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Francis Kane 

Haiku,, HI, 96708, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Susan CundiU 

Eugene, OR, 97403-2185, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lincoln Samuels 

Bridgeport, CT, 06610, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Helen Houley 

Jupiter, FL, 33477, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lydia Howell 

Minneapolis, MN, 55406, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Diane Toth 

Canfield, OH, 44406, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joan Mogensen 

Sun City West, AZ, 85375, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
William Warder 

Willamsburg, VA, 23188, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Linda Higgs 

Franklin, TX, 77856, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
William LeBaron 

Minden, LA, 71055-2808, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Annemarie Pelliccia 

Waynesville, NC, 28786, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Stephanie Drake 

Gilmer, TX, 75644, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Melissa Carlson 

Mundelein, IL, 60060, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dorothy Prine 

Pismo Beach, CA, 93449, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Elizabeth Turner 

Bolivar, MO, 65613, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Donny White 

Avondale Estates, GA, 30002, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rosella Horney 

Ankeny, IA, 50023, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
diann dearing 

Newport News, VA, 23607, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jennifer Getz 

Cleveland, OH, 44125, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Denise Salena 

Port Lavaca, TX, 77979, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Brenda Jackson 

McKinney, TX, 75070, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Luke Burkholder 

Lebanon, PA, 17042, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Debra Baird 

Hornell, NY, 14843, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joe Bookwalter 

Ormond Beach, FL, 32174, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ron Nichols 

Pollock Pines, CA, 95726, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kay Hastings 

Salisbury, MD, 21804, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sharon Rothe 

Rockway, NJ, 07866, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
David Lipton 

Barre, VT, 05641, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Victoria Hann 

Edgewood, MD, 21040, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Greg Walz 

North Branch, MN, 55056, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jennifer Olien 

Granite Falls, WA, 98252, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Julie Bannapanya 

Philadelphia, PA, 19124, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Louisa Douglas 

Hesperia, CA, 92345, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
James Crowe 

Berlin Center, OH, 44401, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mark Knitter 

Cadott, WI, 54727, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Vicki Miller 

Sedan, KS, 67361, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Suzanne Thepaut-Hasselback 

BuUalo, NY, 14225, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cheryl Sibert 

Columbus, OH, 43229, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Peter Boiney 

JERICHO, VT, 05465, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Essie Caruthers 

Olive Branch, MS, 38654, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary Bregoli 

Lawrence, MA, 01843, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
maryann smith 

Clifton Park, NY, 12065, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sherry muskett 

Gadsden, AL, 35903, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ramzi Bivens 

Lewis Center, OH, 43035, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Derek Hodge 

Corbin, KY, 40701, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carlos Fields 

Banning, CA, 92220, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Harriet Brown 

Winter Springs, FL, 32708, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jacqueline Mayo 

Auburn, AL, 36830, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Charles Wood 

Syracuse, NY, 13215, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Herman Henry 

Dingmans Ferry, PA, 18328, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lynnette Konwinski 

Bellevue, NE, 68147, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Abdias Gonzalez 

Haverhill, MA, 01830, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Noel Monjure 

Cypress, TX, 77429, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Maria Barry 

Brooklyn, NY, 11217, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cynthia Goodman 

SILVER SPRING, MD, 20910, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
SHIRLEY BRAZIEL 

Arlington, TX, 76013, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Stephen Wood 

Middleton, ID, 83644, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cynthia Finnegan 

Eloy, AZ, 85131, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Hebe Hernandez 

Denver, CO, 80260, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Scott & Claudia Parrish 

CHICAGO, IL, 60634, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Maddy R 

Barberton, OH, 44203, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mardi Mcginty 

Vacaville, CA, 95688, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Justin Hampton 

Acworth, GA, 30102, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Donell Cothran 

Las Vegas, NV, 89101, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Allan Alexander 

Tucson, AZ, 85716, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary Maldonado 

Liverpool, TX, 77577, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Linda A Haye 

BELVIDERE NJ, NJ, 07823, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kristen Goeglein 

Fort Wayne, IN, 46802, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dawn Maya 

Detroit, MI, 48209, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Diedre Guthrie 

CHICAGO, IL, IL, 60634, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Hatem Khater 

Florissant, MO, 63031, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Diane Schonefeld 

Buda, TX, 78610, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Connie Henderson 

Huntington, WV, 25701, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Toni Sylva 

Oroville, CA, 95965, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Larry Starke 

Stantosburg, NC, 27883, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lynn Biancarelli 

Beacon Falls, CT, 06403, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carlos Montes 

Freedom, CA, 95019, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Alfred D Reynolds 

Pleasanton, MN, 55112, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Caharles Meagley 

Gilmer, TX, 75644, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Patricia Belinski 

Tewksbury, MA, 01876, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bryan Thomas 

BEVERLY HILLS, CA, 90212, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Eileen Johnson 

Livonia, MI, 48152, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Eliseo Valle 

Kaufman, TX, 75142, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Terri Massey 

Atoka, TN, 38004, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Heather Malone 

Lakewood, CO, 80401, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Roberta Lowe 

Charleston, WV, 25302, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Deb Reed 

Mason, WV, 25260, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Stephanie MCDANIEL-GILMAN 

Missoula, MT, 59803, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lenora Walker 

Whitsett, NC, 27377, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Margaret GriUith 

Riverview, FL, 33569, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathleen Manthey 

Waukesha, WI, 53188, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Angela Maclin 

Blytheville, AR, 72315, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Alice Mcgee 

Riverview, FL, 33578, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rose Roma 

Austin, TX, 78704, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Brenda Roberts 

Deltona, FL, 32738, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Estrellita Ello 

Bronx, NY, 10475, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Leonor Morejon 

Clinton Township, MI, 48038, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joy Caamano 

Carlsbad, CA, 92009, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carolyn Leason 

Wakefield, MA, 01880, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carol Meylan 

Kawkawlin, MI, 48631, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Patricia Megnin 

Dayton, OH, 45404, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kristine Zarate 

Orange, CA, 92869, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Phyllis Frizza 

Thomasville, GA, 31792, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cindi Frolove 

El Cajon, CA, 92020, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michael Ross 

Satellite Beach, FL, 32937, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Anita Mccumber 

Murfreesboro, TN, 37129, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Byron Haubrick 

Mc Clure, PA, 17841, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Llewellyn Pontoo 

Aiken, SC, 29801, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michael Goflin 

Las Vegas, NV, 89169, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Diana Cancel 

Sanford, FL, 32773, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jeanette Rea 

ARLINGTON, TX, 76013, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
John Hollon 

Gautier, MS, 39553, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carol Lamberg 

New York, NY, 10019, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dory Anderson 

Lewisville, TX, 75067, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Todd M Freeman 

Taylorsville, UT, 84129, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Shay Johnson 

Columbus, OH, 43215, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Irene Vaughn 

Pompano Beach, FL, 33063, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carol Donaldson 

OLIVEHURST, CA, 95961-4120, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Karen Roy 

Ossipee, NH, 03864, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jonathan Futch 

Tesuque, NM, 87574, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jamie Knee 

Santa Barbara, CA, 93108, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Audrey Freeman 

Pikesville, MD, 21208, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Shaun Hagen 

Lewiston, ID, 83501, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carolyn Lowe 

Whitestown, IN, 46075, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Pat Logan 

Albany, OR, 97321, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Helene Wright-Setterfield 

Petaluma, CA, 94954, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Candice Ravel 

Hermosa Beach, CA, 90254, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Thomas Bircumshaw 

Murrieta, CA, 92563, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Teresa Simek 

Saartz creek, MI, 48473, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Annette Raible 

Petaluma, CA, 94952, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Judy Kautz 

Clinton Township, MI, 48035, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Pete Woodard 

Jonesville, VA, 24263, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
William Rachels 

APPLING, GA, 30802, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Stephanie White 

Lafayette, CO, 80026, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joseph Cevoli 

Providence, RI, 02909, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Peter Piso 

Revere, MA, 02151, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Teresa Dominguez 

Trabuco Canyon, CA, 92692, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lea Davidson 

Mount Vernon, WA, 98274, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jarrod Bushong 

Mesa, AZ, 85204, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Theresa Eaton 

COTATI, CA, 94931, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lee Leverette 

Glasgow, KY, 42141, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary Botones 

Fullerton, CA, 92838, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sandra McMahon 

Danville, IL, 61832, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ed Clark 

Staten Island, NY, 10314, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Christian Stack 

Baldwin, GA, 30511, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jerry Seaton 

Vandalia, IL, 62471, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bozidar Kornic 

Port Charlotte Fl.33952, FL, 33952, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ernesto Peralta 

Ewa Beach, HI, 96706, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Randy Valera 

Honokaa, HI, 96727, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cathy Brooks 

Huntington Beach, CA, 92649, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Anna Estrada 

Yuma, AZ, 85365, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Raquel Renteria 

Henderson, NV, 89074, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cheryl LeClair 

Swansboro, NC, 28584, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Angela Watson 

Roseville, MI, 48066, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kim Johnson 

Elyria, OH, 44035, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cindy Tagliaferri 

Ormond Beach, FL, 32176, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tracy Ramsey 

Waxahachie, TX, 75165, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Callistus Uzosike 

Brooklyn, NY, 11203, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Charles Anderson 

Denver, United States, CO, 80203, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ronald Sims 

Newark, OH, 43055, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nicholas Bulda 

Las Vegas, NV, 89104, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Susan Richards 

Centennial, CO, 80112, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Yasmina Contreras 

Stockton, CA, 93179, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Denise Watson 

Aliquippa, PA, 15001, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Quadeshia Sims 

Springfield, MA, 01108, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
William Conine 

Baton Rouge, LA, 70818, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rose Fields 

Covington, LA, 70433, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Susan Smith 

StaUord, VA, 22556, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rodney Hardin 

Strawberry Plains, TN, 37871, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Audree Mikulla 

Henderson, NV, 89052, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cheryl Clark 

Cleveland, OH, 44130, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Toni Leech 

Hamilton, OH, 45011, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ann Iverson 

Wausaukee, WI, 54177, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
ronald hayes 

Merced, CA, 95340, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gerald Mims 

Bessemer, AL, 35020, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Austin Johnson 

Tooele, UT, 84074, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Annette Damico 

Saint Paul, MN, 55128, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jennifer Chmilenko 

Chicago, IL, 60646, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michele Walsh 

Pottsville, PA, 17901, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
JoAnn Tucker 

Missoula, MT, 59808, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Eric Taylor 

Longview, TX, 75603, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jamal Bishop 

Rossford, OH, 43460, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ann Parsells 

Hot Springs, SD, 57747, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Wilda Rodriguez 

Bronx, NY, 10466, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathleen Wright 

Jacksonville, FL, 32256, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
David Tamilin 

Palm Harbor, FL, 34683, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bea Marquez 

Chambersburg, PA, 17202, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Stuart Olson 

Long Beach, CA, 90803, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Laura Burch 

Salem, AR, 72576, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Arthur Blumenthal 

Indio, CA, 92201, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Chassitie Black 

Watford City, ND, 58854, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Areli Gonzalez 

North Las Vegas, NV, 89031, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lorraine Weber 

Lexington, SC, 29072, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dianne Langer 

Wrentham, MA, 02093, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Shayna Carver 

Trenton, NJ, 08610, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cheryl Hodgdon 

Dayton, NV, 89403, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Barbara Chesnut 

Sand Lake, NY, 12153, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kate Elson 

Bozeman, MT, 59715, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Laura Wirkkala 

Ashland, WI, 54806, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Terry Johnson 

West Terre Haute, IN, 47885, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dessie Williams 

Oil Springs, KY, 41238, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michael Caroluzzi 

Egg Harbor Township, NJ, 08234, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Margaret Fujii 

Los Angeles, CA, 90064-4023, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kammi Teixeira 

Arnold, CA, 95223, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Della James 

Chicago, IL, 60618, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Connie Manno 

Brooklyn, NY, 11208, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Danielle Ifran 

Pembroke Pines, FL, 33027, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rosario M Sanchez 

Granda Hills, CA, 91344, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
John Barton 

Greensburg, PA, 15601, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jude Chermie 

Corsicana, TX, 75110, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Emilia Sugar 

Marlboro, NJ, 07746, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kimberly Adkins-Barradas 

West Portsmouth, OH, 45663, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cleta Foster 

Clayton, WA, 99110, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Charlotte Allen 

Woodstock, VA, 22664, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Fredlyn Macias 

Ewa Beachq, HI, 96706, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
James Marquart 

CLARKSVILLE, IN, 47129, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ronnie Smith 

Blaine, ME, 04734, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Debra Love 

Callao, VA, 22435-0354, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marian Bichelmeir 

cincinnati, OH, 45206, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathy Richey 

Mena, AR, 71953, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sally Greenfield 

Mondovi, WI, 54755, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
shawn cavin 

Kennewick, WA, 99338, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nanertha Coachman 

Montgomery, AL, 36104, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Margaret Pfister 

Anchorage, AK, 99507, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
James Powell 

Bay City, MI, 48708, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Eleanor Robertson 

Rapid City, SD, 57702, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jo Doherty 

Baton Rouge, LA, 70809, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lynn Scaggs 

Butler, OH, 44822, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lisa Kohler 

Sacramento, CA, 95833, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Beth Fife 

East East, PA, 17519, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cathy Campbell 

Manchester, TN, 37355, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
George Davenport 

Oxford, GA, 30054, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Heather Gorsuch 

Brier, WA, 98036, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michele Valli 

Myrtle Beach, SC, 29588, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Elizabeth Brannan 

Sartell, MN, 56377, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Danyelle Siller 

San Antonio, TX, 78239, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Catherine Meadows 

Curtis Bay, MD, 21226, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jim Anderson 

Tacoma, WA, 98404, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Washburn Scott 

Seattle, WA, 98199, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Paul Szumski 

Northampton, MA, 01060, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nate Nickerson 

Eastham, MA, 02642, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Patrick Bernardino 

Lakeside, CA, 92040-2224, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Teresa Guarino 

Lawrenceville, NJ, 08648, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Laura Comeaux 

Brea, CA, 92821, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Clarence Stiles 

Big Cabin, OK, 74332, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joseph Pearl 

North Providence, RI, 02904, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Suszanne deRosenhart 

Half Moon Bay, CA, 94019, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Monna Cantrell 

Zanesville, OH, 43701, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Heather Fowler 

Krum, TX, 76249, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joann Mcgowan 

Chittenango, NY, 13037, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rebecca ShaUer 

Fresno, CA, 93710, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary ann Sloan 

Linden, MI, 48451, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tony Zurgb 

Anniston, AL, 36207, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Donald Barton 

Jackson, AL, 36545, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michelle Panetsos 

Forestdale, MA, 02644, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Paul Wheeler 

New York, NY, 10009, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rose Clark 

Spring Hill, FL, 34607, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Hayes 

Rochester, MN, 55901, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathy Gill 

Gig Harbor, WA, 98329, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Becca Berry 

Valdosta, GA, 31602, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Treasa Coone 

Dalton, GA, 30721, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sharon Brown 

Dayton, OH, 45424-4474, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sherri Wyatt 

Wetumpka, AL, 36092, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marc Williams 

Houston, TX, 77054, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Barbara A Johnson 

Brooklyn, NY, 11216, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Leslie Vananda 

Fountain, FL, 32438, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Darlene Shaw 

Mountain Home, ID, 83647, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
JeUrey Cohen 

Las Vegas, NV, 89139, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jenny Shuker 

Blandon, PA, 19510, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Yvonne Berry 

Oakland, CA, 94601, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Steve Meyer 

San Mateo, CA, 94403, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Daria Goscinski 

Rockvale, CO, 81244, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nelly Case 

Los Alamos, NM, 87544-2317, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ashley Jessop 

Saint George, UT, 84770, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Linda Highfield 

Flemingsburg, KY, 41041, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Janetstewart Stewart 

Birmingham, AL, 35203, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kelly Kneeland 

MORENO VALLEY, CA, 92557, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
katharina veenendaal 

Tulalip, WA, 98271, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jim Compton 

Denver, CO, 80211, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Francis Jacobs 

Ogden, UT, 84405, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jo Ann Nostrand 

SCARSDALE, NY, 10583, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
James Eller 

Boynton Beach, FL, 33436, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Janet Snodgrass 

Castroville, CA, 95012, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dusty Burnham 

Carencro, LA, 70520, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Claire Stephen 

Camden, NJ, 08104, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joella Berkner 

Inver Grove Heights, MN, 55076, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cardell Buchanan 

Dallas, TX, 75227, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Maria Rodriguez 

Tucson, AZ, 85704, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
mikhail dantes 

Denver, CO, 80209, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Pam Krimsky 

Highland, NY, 12528, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Shelley Eckersley 

Point Roberts, WA, 98281, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jack Gorman 

Monrovia, MD, 21770, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Chuck Swaggert 

Minneapolis, MN, 55447, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathy Weir 

Terre Haute, IN, 47802, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rich Raney 

Denver, CO, 80220, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Victoria Martin 

Dennisport, MA, 02639, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Megan Zanni 

Erie, PA, 16502, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Craig Davidson 

Siletz, OR, 97380, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dorothy Spear 

Glenfield, NY, 13343, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bobby Dennis 

Stockbridge, GA, 30281, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Felix Lizasuain 

West chester, PA, 19381, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jimmy Handy 

Woolwine, VA, 24185, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
David Brown 

Pewaukee, WI, 53072, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Doratta F Frost 

COTTONWOOD, AZ, 86326, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Clifton Gray 

Pollocksville, NC, 28573, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joan Lyttle 

Boonville, MO, 65233, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
tony lorito 

Los Angeles, CA, 90036, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Hope Hebda 

Bremerton, WA, 98312, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jerri Richards 

Britton, MI, 49229, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathleen Kuzniecki 

Big Bend, WI, 53103, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Christine Fediuk 

Killen, AL, 35645, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bonnie WagenhoUer 

Toms River, NJ, 08757, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Patricia Nichols 

Prestonsburg, KY, 41653, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jan Decker 

Loraine, IL, 62349, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jane Salter 

Pineville, NC, 28134, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Talin Topuzyan 

Chicago, IL, 60634, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bud Saul 

Annville, PA, 17003, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Terri Day 

MORRIS PLAINS, NJ, 07950, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tori Smith 

Sioux City, IA, 51106, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Angel Archuleta 

Clare, MI, 48617, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kylee Malo 

HONOLULU, HI, 96813, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Martha Hassell 

Brooklyn, NY, 11203, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lee Wrigley 

South Burlingtn, VT, 05403, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Skender Capani 

North Arlington, NJ, 07031, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jan Warner 

Pueblo, CO, 81005, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kim Rennon 

Amarillo, TX, 79107, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mark Spraggins 

Minneapolis, MN, 55437, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lucy Fontanills 

Miami, FL, 33131, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Roger Shelly 

Denver, CO, 80221, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Manfred  G Kick 

Mobile, FL, 32563, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Linda Schmidt 

Cheyenne, WY, 82009, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
bruce miller 

seal beach, CA, 90740, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Steven Dean 

Blairsville, GA, 30512, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lyra Blake 

Nanuet, NY, 10954, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Colleen Corletteflemming 

South Richmond Hill, NY, 11419, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Yvonne Cook 

Lawrence, KS, 66046, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Morris Anderson 

Houston, TX, 77042, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jessye Heredia 

WILMINGTON, CA, 90744, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Wolf Harris 

Valdosta, GA, 31601, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sharon Smith 

Temecula, CA, 92591, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Phyllis Sisco 

Clarksville, AR, 72830, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Timothy East 

Fort Bliss, TX, 79918, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Laura  i  spencer Spencer 

Sayre, PA, 18840, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Amanda Muller 

Denver, CO, 80220, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Philip Martin 

Covington, LA, 70433, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Erin Suarez 

Poquoson, VA, 23662, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Edward Wright 

Brownsville, TX, 78520, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joan Hurley 

Bethesda, MD, 20814, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nettie Lukovich 

Endicott, NY, 13760, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Paul Eisenberg 

Baltimore, MD, 21210-2242, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
DEAN COLBERT 

Redding, CA, 96001, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kay Burgener 

Douglas, WY, 82633, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Stephen Oakes 

Chester, VT, 05143, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dianna Decastro 

Venice, CA, 90291, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Milly Sauceda 

Donna, TX, 78537, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Diana Bruens 

Lake Placid, FL, 33852, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Obdulia Mendoza 

San Luis, AZ, 85349, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Linda Smith 

Mesquite, TX, 75185, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary Ann Yancy 

ARLINGTON, TX, 76002, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Melanie Hudson 

Haltom city, TX, 76117, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Charles Mace 

Nashville, TN, 37207, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Windell Baggett 

Waxahachie, TX, 75165, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Hector Gonzalez 

Phelan, CA, 92371, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nichole Lochner 

Scottsdale, AZ, 85251-6633, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Frances-Marie Hankin 

Grimsby, CA, 93001-2571, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Chris Thralls 

Park City, UT, 84060, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Richard Ottele 

Baytown, TX, 77520, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Anne Benware 

Norton, MA, 02766, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Donna Marin 

Edison, NJ, 08817, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Maryam Amini 

Methuen, MA, 01844, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
stephanie Nicoson 

Midland, GA, 31820, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Diane C 

Vernal, UT, 84078, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Roger Steinke 

Croydon, PA, 19021, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Valerie Rodriguez 

El Paso, TX, 79927, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Beverly Stevens 

Spring Hill, FL, 34608, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Paulette Morris 

McKeesport, PA, 15132, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carla Schuch 

Ormond Beach, FL, 32174, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Grace Alvord 

Carleton, MI, 48117, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sara Miller 

Little Rock, AR, 72205, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ettie Councilman 

Long Beach, CA, 90808, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gene Dodd 

Brigham City, UT, 84302, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
ALDYTHA STEWART 

Tampa Bay, FL, 32909, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Brad Roberts 

BuUalo, NY, 14221, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Emily Peters 

Harrogate, TN, 37752, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Phyllis Wielenga 

The Villages, FL, 32162, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Randle Kelley 

Auburn, NE, 68305, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jimmy Higgins 

Lawton, OK, 73505, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
John Johnson 

Fargo, ND, 58103, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Amanda Woodford 

Adelanto, CA, 92301, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carol Bray 

Grosse Ile, MI, 48138, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Irasema Moctezuma 

San Benito, TX, 78586, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
kevin slauson 

alameda, CA, 94501, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tammy Martin 

Barrackville, WV, 26559, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Laurel Harris 

Eureka, CA, 95501, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jerry Carter 

Grand Rapids, MI, 49505, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jean Stephens 

Reeds Spring, MO, 65737, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ginny Arnold 

Blanchard, ID, 83804, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jen O 

Rochester, NY, 14616, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
John Higglns 

Buford, GA, 30519, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Todd Matz 

Livermore, CA, 94551-1252, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Pamela Cowing 

Kennewick, WA, 99336, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Darlene Mogenis 

Maspeth, NY, 11378, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
John Rhodes 

Fairmount, IN, 46928, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Steven Bordine 

Mount Pleasant, MI, 48804, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Christopher Paige 

MARY ESTHER, FL, 32569, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kevin Garrison 

Harrison, NJ, 07029, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Linda Boose 

Des Moines, IA, 50310, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Russell Vaughn 

Lakewood, OH, 44107, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tanya Salazar 

Fresno, CA, 93726, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rachelle Ehteshami 

Bakersfield, CA, 93312, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gwen Westmeyer 

Huntsville, AL, 35802, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Charles Fox 

Las Vegas I, NV, 89134, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joseph Ferrer 

Orlando, FL, 32821, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Diane Swift 

Hendersonville, NC, 28739, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Novena Lienhard 

Kansas City, MO, 64119, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jerry Cutlip jr 

Shock, WV, 26638, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cleta Jeter 

Elizabethtown, KY, 42701, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jon Akutagawa 

Las Vegas, NV, 89122, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cheri Keisner 

Piercy, CA, 95587-0144, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sandy Beukema 

Glendale, AZ, 85308, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Shelena Willson 

Green Bay, WI, 54303, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Debra Botterill 

Greenville, NC, 27858, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Elizabeth Wunderlick 

Tampa, FL, 33613, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cori Holland 

Flushing, MI, 48433, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ruth Greenlaw 

Malden, MA, 02148, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jody Smothers 

Addison, AL, 35540, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Christina Rush 

Tucson, AZ, 85741, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Esther Roberts 

Philadelphia, PA, 19131, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Frederick Mcdaniel 

Largo, FL, 33771, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Chuck Froehlke 

Michigan City, IN, 46360, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Patricia O'Brien 

yardley, PA, 19067, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tracey Williams 

Elkins, WV, 26241, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Larry Husk 

Weston, WV, 26452, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Caleb Harms 

Henderson, NV, 89052, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Odessa Turner 

Colchester, CT, 06415, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dave Miller 

Mooresville, NC, 28117, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Karen Johnson 

Boulder, MT, 59632, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Patrick Hurley 

Port Angeles, WA, 98363, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michael Crouch 

Monett, MO, 65708, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rebecca Wester 

Choctaw, OK, 73020, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jannette Harberts 

Edinburg, TX, 78542, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Steve Mac 

San Francisco, CA, 94108, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Catherine Lewis 

Richton Park, IL, 60471, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carl Hohl 

Tomball, TX, 77375, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sally Gandy 

Rockingham, NC, 28379, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Christine Rudolph 

Kirkland, WA, 98033, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Melinda Nelson 

Bartlett, TN, 38133, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Teresa Arntz 

Ravenna, MI, 49451, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathleen Gross 

Alhambra, CA, 91801, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Aurore Cagner 

Portland, OR, 97211, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rosemary Vega 

Las Vegas, NV, 89104, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Craig Jones 

Las Vegas, NV, 89102, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Leslie Wells 

Huntsville, AL, 35810, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kylee Lundquist 

Sparks, NV, 89436, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kim Trupiano 

Clayton, CA, 94517, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joe Kaczmar 

Modesto, CA, 95350, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Stephanie Malone 

Frisco, TX, 75034-3914, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Linda Abbott 

Torrance, CA, 90503, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Susan Schake 

Felton, DE, 19943, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Arlene Blachman 

Brooklyn, NY, 11234, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kerry Lyles 

Hendersonville, TN, 37075, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
bruce augustine 

philadelphia, PA, 19119, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Diane Wray-Williams 

Moorhead, MN, 56560, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Saeko Yamauchi 

Mesa, AZ, 85207-7417, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kimlisa Gregory 

Mc Rae Helena, GA, 31037, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Pam Barrett 

Marietta, OH, 45750, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Yolanda Gatioan 

West Sacramento, CA, 95691, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Josephine Lean 

Greenwood, IN, 46143, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Larry Witt 

Dickinson, ND, 58601, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
John Rudy 

Lancaster, CA, 93536, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
MaryAnne Glazar 

Oakland, CA, 94611-4808, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Susan Yingling 

Moses Lake, WA, 98837, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gloria Pulido 

Mission Viejo, CA, 92691, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Breanne Sherman 

Allyn, WA, 98524, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
JeUrey SaUir 

Highland, NY, 12528, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Andrea Bell 

Wichita Falls, TX, 76308, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Zak Neal 

Middletown, CT, 06457, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Alexandra Brandt 

Elkins Park, PA, 19027, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Starr Hope 

Moultonborough, NH, 03254, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jonathan Halperen 

Raleigh, NC, 27608-1946, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
crystal J Gil 

Greensboro, NC, 27406, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Patricia Maggard 

Roseville, CA, 95661, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Priscilla Macfarlane 

Houston, TX, 77024, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Peter Swenson 

Lyman, ME, 04002, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ashaurena Carrier 

Cave Junction, OR, 97523, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
MARYGAIL SULLIVAN 

Estacada, OR, 97023, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Barbara Patterson 

Salt Lake City, UT, 84118, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
David Eckert 

Colorado Springs, CO, 80909, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Virgie Jones 

Saint Martinville, LA, 70582, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ewa Carlisle 

Chandler, AZ, 85224, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Janice Hurst 

Ormond Beach, FL, 32174, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jana Katrinak 

Theodore, AL, 36582, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dennis Wood 

Port Townsend, WA, 98368, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Keith Taylor 

Owingsville, KY, 40360, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Timmy Parton 

Sevierville, TN, 37876, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bruce Dennis 

Redondo Beach, CA, 90278, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Linda Scott 

Aurelia, IA, 51005, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gerrie Harold 

Gillham, AR, 71841, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kenneth Powers 

Philadelphia, PA, 19111, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
David Firshein 

Fairfax, CA, 94930, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rocco Rail 

Clarkston, WA, 99403, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kimberly Dearing 

Lufkin, TX, 75901, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Karen Hinderliter 

Columbus, IN, 47201, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tomeko Jackson 

New York, NY, 10128, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
linda syroid 

ALLENTON, MI, 48002, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gloria Forrester 

Indianapolis, IN, 46224, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tammy Welch 

Claremont, NH, 03743, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
JoAnne Rando-Moon 

Kanab, UT, 84741, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rebecca Ballinger 

Charleston, IL, 61920, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lanny Burrill 

Spokane, WA, WA, 99207, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lee Ann Innmon 

Austin, TX, 78747, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robin Helms 

Corona, NY, 11368, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
John Gesualdo 

Ottumwa, IA, 52501, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Laura Kabernagel 

Fallston, MD, 21047, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marjorie Lowe 

Fort Myers, FL, 33967, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ronda Van De Loo 

Sheboygan, WI, 53081, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bobbie Haney 

Social Circle, GA, 30025, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tammy Morrison 

Belfry, KY, 41514, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
David Williams 

Clearfield, PA, 16830, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathleen Ballard 

Altadena, CA, 91001, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Brigitte Leyde 

Marana, AZ, 85653, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nancy Spiegleman 

Williamstown, NJ, 08094, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Albert Galante 

O Fallon, IL, 62269, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sandy Heredia 

Gainesville, GA, 30506, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Louis Jones 

Fort Wayne, IN, 46807, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary Herbert 

Brooklyn, NY, 11209, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jerry Witherspoon 

Bloomsburg, PA, 17815, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Grace Carmody 

Orange, CA, 92869, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Scott Gabbert 

Tecumseh, MI, 49286, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
David Philo 

Cedar Falls, IA, 50613, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Brenda Bixby 

Elwood, IN, 46036, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Shaeril McBrown 

BRONX, NY, 10469, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nancy Bentley 

Joliet, IL, 60432, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lawrence Brownjr 

Olive Branch, MS, 38654, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Claudine Owen 

Johnson City, TN, 37601, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sherry Gratn.er 

RensselaerRensselaer, IN, 47978, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Pauline Doucet 

Pasadena, CA, 91107, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sheila Grainger 

Bolivia, NC, 28422, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lisa Leija 

Las Vegas, NV, 89108, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert GriUith 

Ashland, KY, 41102, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sy Nashiro 

Honolulu, HI, 96817, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Melissa Seitsworth 

Estacada, OR, 97233, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Steven Walker 

Palmer, MA, 01069, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Billy Porter 

Burleson, TX, 76028, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dina StaUord 

Liberty, KY, 42539, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary Martin 

Jamestown, CA, 95327, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bernaleen Tapia 

Chandler, AZ, 85248, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Roslyn Johnson 

Park Forest, IL, 60466, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bernice Simons 

Bradenton, FL, 34210, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Patricia Dyson 

Ashland, VA, 23005-7309, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
jesse gillman 

Bellevue, WA, 98006, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Janet Taylor 

Colona, IL, 61241, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jackie Candela 

Godfrey, IL, 62035, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Candice Scoles 

Wilsonville, OR, 97070, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ruby Budzinsky 

Elgin, TX, 78621, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
James Carsley 

Puyallup, WA, 98372, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Irena Struk 

19460, PA, 19460, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Liz Bonislawsky 

Titusville, FL, 32780, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dena Tufarelli 

Phoenix, AZ, 85020-4174, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tim Sweeney 

Rock Hill, SC, 29732, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Francine Rexer 

Huntington, NY, 11743, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Caroline Van Haeften 

Ventura, CA, 93001, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gloria Harmon 

Goodman, MS, 39079, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Julie Williams 

Wayne, NJ, 07470, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
kathleen mazzillo 

wildwood crest, NJ, 08260, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mona Wittmann-laak 

Milwaukee, WI, 53207-3229, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Patty Williams 

North Vernon, IN, 47265, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Earnest Jones 

Elk Grove, CA, 95758, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jonathan Locke 

Kokomo, IN, 46901, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Denise Richardson 

North Fort Myers, FL, 33903, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carol Strausser 

Mount Vernon, IL, 62864, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kenneth Barlow 

Richmond, VA, 23222, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jason Knight 

Ormond Beach, FL, 32174, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Wilma Wilson 

Plaquemine, LA, 70764, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
David Karas 

HALETHORPE, MD, 21227, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gracie Campbell 

Portland, OR, 97206, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
E W 

Nederland, CO, 80466, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Catherine Ratmeyer 

Reedley, CA, 93654, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ava S 

Waxhaw, NC, 28173, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Charles Pruitt 

Green Cove Springs, FL, 32043, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rose Kusterbeck 

West Hempstead, NY, 11552, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Helene koenig 

Cheshire, CT, CT, 06410, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sharon Croskery 

Santa Monica, CA, 90404, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carrie Rodrigues 

Kaneohe, HI, 96744, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Richard Frabottasr 

Uxbridge, MA, 01569, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gin Darras 

Albuquerque, NM, 87114, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cheryl Rinaldi 

Lynn, MA, 01902, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ada Bello 

Leesburg, GA, 31763, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kaye Maddocks 

Troutdale, OR, 97060, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ronald Church 

Cunningham, TN, 37052, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Roy Kato 

Torrance, CA, 90503, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Rieselman 

Egg Harbor Township, NJ, 08234, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sylvia Stedman 

Charlestown, RI, 02813, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ellen Viator 

Rayne, LA, 70578, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Diane Gerrard 

Canon City, CO, 81212, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Shirley PontiU 

Houma, LA, 70363, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Leslie Breaux 

Pierre Part, LA, 70339, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cozetta Ketchens 

Peoria, AZ, 85381, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ira Glazer 

New York, NY, 10023, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gregory Hand 

Ormond Beach, FL, 32174, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathleen Chapman 

Connelly Springs, NC, 28612, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Megan Hernandez 

Hesperia, CA, 92345, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Paula Hardman 

Conroe, TX, 77304, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jill Diane 

Columbus, OH, 43202, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Calvin Carter 

Millington, TN, 38053, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michel Church 

Las Vegas, NV, 89135, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Margaret Schoenly 

Quakertown, PA, 18951, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Smith Smith 

Inglewood, CA, 90301, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Julie Cesari 

Denver, CO, 80203, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bonita Matthews 

Greenwell Springs, LA, 70739, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Christopher Ebey 

Baltimore, MD, 21209, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Elsa Allende 

Kissimmee, FL, 34741, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Daniel Wilson 

Basking Ridge, NJ, 07920, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
James Franklin 

Westport, IN, 47283, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
catherine silva 

Bronx, NY, 10463, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sharon Fitzgerald 

Lewiston, ID, 83501, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Florestella Deleon 

Stockton, CA, 95206, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ann P 

Williamsville, NY, 14221, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathleen Sullivan Cockrel 

New Smyrna Beach, FL, 32168, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lamar Clay 

Norwich, CT, 06360, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Suzanne Colwell 

Austin, TX, 78758, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Patricia Valentine 

Little Rock, AR, 72210, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Brenda Anthony 

Danielsville, PA, 18038, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
james kelly 

Poulsbo, WA, 98370, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Troy Petracek 

Meridian, ID, 83642, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Patricia Acook 

Reno, NV, 89502, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michael Melby 

Mesa, AZ, 85205, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Brenda Dimond 

New Stanton, PA, 15672, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jerome Childers 

New Smyrna beach, FL, 32168-8768, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mellie M. McBride 

Sandy, UT, 84094, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Terry Maxwell 

Falkville, AL, 35622, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dale Bolon 

Spokane, WA, 99207, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dalano Walker 

Rochester, MN, 55901, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
wes weaver 

boone, NC, 28607, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lonnie Eastwood 

Westminster, CO, 80030, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marisela Gonzalez 

Edinburg, TX, 78541, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lorena Schuck 

Conway, SC, 29526, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathy Word 

Abernathy, TX, 79311, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Denise Gosar 

Eugene, OR, 97404, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mildred Church 

Indianapolis, IN, 46218, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Evelyn Gulley. 

Clearwater, FL, 33756, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
JOLENE ROBINSON 

Saranac Lake, NY, 12983, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Norvell Pirtle 

Memphis, TN, 38134, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lucy Mccabe 

Palm Harbor, FL, 34685, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Heather Mann 

Spotsylvania, VA, 22553-4017, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Byron Lane 

Defuniak Springs, FL, 32433, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kim medin 

Minneapolis, MN, 55407, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Donna Elmore 

Cincinnati, OH, 45251, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Johntia JeUeries 

Cleveland, OH, 44111, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sam Smith 

Newport News, VA, 23605, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Roxana c. Weber 

Rochester, NY, 14625, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Janet Hebel 

Green Bay, WI, 54302, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sandra Dougherty 

Canton, OH, 44718, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Larry Warren 

Tulsa, OK, 74110, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Guignard 

Tempe, AZ, 85282, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Hillard Tackett 

Mulberry, FL, 33860, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Edward Mangum 

Lenoir, NC, 28645, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Eric Caywood 

Cleveland, TN, 37311, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
John Picard 

Parkville, MD, 21234, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Darlene Mcdonald 

Whittier, CA, 90606, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mandy Allard 

Punta Gorda, FL, 33955, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Danita Huhn 

Ormond Beach, FL, 32174, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sandra Jackson 

Earle, AR, 72331, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Maria Del Vals 

Clifton, NJ, 07012, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Willard Wells 

Lafayette, CO, 80026, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carol Ramler 

Edgewood, KY, 41017, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Laura Cahall 

Dayton, OH, 45429, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gordon Bernstein-Potter 

SILVERDALE, WA, 98383-0952, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jay Temkin 

Brooklyn, NY, 11224, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Judy Faucette 

Burlington, NC, 27215, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rhonda Caton 

Asheville, NC, 28806, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dawn Orion 

Maple Lake, MN, 55358, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Alfred Cosby 

Cottage Hills, IL, 62018, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tamara Jackson 

Lake City, PA, 16423, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rocio Garcia 

Maple Shade, NJ, 08052, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bobby Tillman 

Philadelphia, PA, 19140, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Paula Berkoben 

Naples, FL, 34116, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tangie Harris 

Richmond, VA, 23220, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Richard Lubold 

New Castle, VA, 24127, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Elisha Lafevers 

Winchester, TN, 37398, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Harmony Hammond 

San Diego, CA, 92114, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary Majors 

Humble, TX, 77396, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Brad Fredriksen 

salem, MA, 01970, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
James Winter 

Buckeye, AZ, 85326, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jaime Garcia 

San Rafael, CA, 94901, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Deborah Hayes 

Baton Rouge, LA, 70802, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mike Durco 

Grand Rapids, MI, 49525, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dolsie Bragg 

Auburn, ME, 04210, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Pamela Spacek 

Downers Grove, IL, 60515, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Oswal Martin 

Miami, FL, 33125, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sandy Austin 

Santa Rosa, CA, 95401, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lidia Rodriguez 

Defiance, OH, 43512, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rodney Taylor 

Lubbock, TX, 79407, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
e Burnette 

venice, CA, 90294, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Charles Tillery 

El Paso, TX, 79932, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sally Hatfield 

New Castle, PA, 16101, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Beryl Baer 

Sun City, AZ, 85351, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sheilayost Yost 

Spokane, WA, 99208, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jill Howard:petersen 

Eugene, OR, 97408, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Brenda Lambert 

Dunlap, TN, 37327, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary White 

Fort Worth, TX, 76132, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Vincent Enriquez 

Bishop, CA, 93514, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Don Ferguson 

Cedar Park, TX, 78613, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
John Keeling 

Moses Lake, WA, 98837, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Katheryn Pilkerton 

New York, NY, 10128, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jennie Anderson 

Yakima, WA, 98902, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Linda Linderman 

Monroe, NC, 28110, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mickey Sutton 

Pilot Knob, MO, 63663, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jamie Emmons 

Golden, CO, 80403, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Margarito Guzman 

Grand Rapids, MI, 49504, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Melanie Schaefer 

Chilton, WI, 53014, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Shirleyann GraU 

Franklin, WI, 53132, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ronald Dixon 

Philadelphia, PA, 19151, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ericka Kreager 

Wausau, WI, 54401, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
patrick jeanes 

Southaven, MS, 38671, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Deb Darke 

Worcester, MA, 01609, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Elisabeth Ingle 

Forsyth, MO, 65653, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Janet Daniel 

La Quinta, CA, 92253, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Virgie Bridgeford 

Chicago, IL, 60620, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dorothy Kleinbauer 

Orange, CA, 92867, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Patty Oswald 

Summit Hill, PA, 18250, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Roy Potter 

Reno, NV, 89502, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Linda Viera 

Austin, TX, 78748, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
sandra childs 

Chicago, IL, 60649, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Diana Ray 

Queensbury, NY, 12804, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kerry Grace 

Cedar Park, TX, 78613, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jack Cullers 

Luray, VA, 22835, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
James Wisdom 

Vina, AL, 35593, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Anita Abrams 

Peoria, IL, 61603, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rachell Barrera 

Bakersfield, CA, 93308, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Donald Draper 

Cookeville, TN, 38506, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Angela Smith 

Okemah, OK, 74859, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Traxy Parrish 

Middle River, MD, 21220, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
June Wetherington 

Valdosta, GA, 31602, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Linda Sinishtaj 

Macomb, MI, 48042, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Caleb Williams 

Los Angeles, CA, 90043, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Julie Scully 

Port Byron, IL, 61275, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kaylx Su 

Mountain View, CA, 94043, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cris King 

Harrisburg, PA, 17113, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gina Dolan 

Rye, NH, 03870, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Perry Campbell 

Laramie, WY, 82070, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ruth Tuttle 

Beach Lake, PA, 18405, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Judy Shumaler 

Marion, OH, 43302, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Alice Whitehead 

Joplin, MO, 64801, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Catherine Brooks 

Woodbridge, VA, 22191, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary Norton 

Farmersville, TX, 75442, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lawrence Swenson 

Morris, MN, 56267, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tracy Pollard 

Delta, CO, 81416, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joe Breen 

Baton Rouge, LA, 70816, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rebecca Bland 

Land O Lakes, FL, 34637, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joann Schwartz 

Saint Louis, MO, 63128, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Shirley Chavez 

Aurora, CO, 80010, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Terryann Edgington 

Peabody, KS, 66866, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
William Steinfeldt 

Eldora, IA, 50627, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nancy Leigh 

Payson, AZ, 85541, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Alexander Loumakis 

Belleair BluUs, FL, 33770, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marcelino a serrano Serrano 

Bethlehem, PA, 18018, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gwen Martin 

DUNNELLON, FL, 34432, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Troy Jacobson 

Minneapolis, MN, 55438, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kalem Charlton 

Idabel, OK, 74745, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Aminetu Sanni 

Salibury, NC, 28144, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jacqueline Debs 

Spokane, WA, 99212, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sharon DeSordi 

Lyndhurst, NJ, 07071, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Colleen Cashel 

Woodland, WA, 98674, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Selena Williams 

Charlotte, NC, 28210, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Phoe Beckett 

Austin, TX, 78628, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Donna Hogenmiller 

Saint Louis, MO, 63123, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Donna Derey 

New Baltimore, MI, 48047, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robin Barlow 

Phoenix, AZ, 85018, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Fredp Milliron 

Coudersport, PA, 16915, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
John Duran 

Albuquerque, NM, 87105, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Susan Pecor 

Ormond Beach, FL, 32176, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
TiUany Cox 

Rocky Mount, NC, 27803, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ron Beardsley 

Grand Rapids, MI, 49512, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Phoebe Teocson 

Waipahu, HI, 96797, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Linda Parker 

Little Rock, AR, 72209, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carlos Valles 

Reno, NV, 89523, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Roberta Kirk 

Slc, UT, 84123, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Frank Leslie 

Wauchula, FL, 33873, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ron Lee 

Mission Hill, SD, 57046, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Alexis Carter 

Coconut Creek, FL, 33073, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Margaret Missino 

Round O, SC, 29474, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gwen Bobinger 

Lucedale, MS, 39452, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Debbie Gaab 

SAINT LOUIS, MO, 63126, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Izabella Kowalczuk 

Turbotville, PA, 17772, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carol Yeskey 

South Bend, IN, 46637, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
barry boone 

paragould, AR, 72450, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kristin Hostrop 

Austin, TX, 78731, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Barry Althouse 

Shoemakersville, PA, 19555, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary Cooley 

Newfane, VT, 05345, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Debra Lee 

Milton, PA, 17847, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carol Burgess 

Jasper, GA, 30143, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gary Klein 

Negaunee, MI, 49866, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Beth Bosses 

New Haven, CT, 06511, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Adrianna LeBlanc 

Opelousas, LA, 70570, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Susan Caton 

Uniontown, PA, 15401, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Pete Antonietta 

Hyde Park, UT, 84318, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Linda Hudson 

Four Oaks, NC, 27524, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Judith Maich 

Redwood City, CA, 94568, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mario Difebbo 

Philadelphia, PA, 19145, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Diana Linnet 

Talala, OK, 74080, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dan Brown 

Fort Dodge, IA, 50501, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joey Contreras 

Lubbock, TX, 79415, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Maria Debarros 

Taunton, MA, 02780, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
James Henry 

Erlanger, KY, 41018, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marilyn Woolen 

Owensboro, KY, 42301, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rae Zehel 

Madison, TN, 37115, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Helen Pollock 

Osteen, FL, 32764, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joyce Moretto 

Fitchburg, MA, 01420, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Diane Caudill 

Franklin, KY, 42134, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Terry Casey 

MYRTLE CREEK, OR, 97457, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jan Curtis 

Grand Junction, CO, 81503, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Francisco Salcedo 

Orlando, FL, 32810, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Debra Brilla 

Dayton, OH, 45431, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Arlene Briscoe 

Harrisonville, MO, 64701, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Samantha Gansner 

Shelbina, MO, 63468, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Phyllis Blackmon 

Cincinnati, OH, 45237, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mario Robinson 

Philadelphia, PA, 19140, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Linda GoU 

Schererville, IN, 46375, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Xhaeles Truman 

Greenville, NC, 27834, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Roberta Payne 

Excelsior Springs, MO, 64024, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Wayne Hunter 

Marietta, OH, 45750, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Williams 

Westminster, MD, 21157, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kelly Kenney 

Independence, MO, 64052, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Terry Walker 

Elk Grove, CA, 95624, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Larry Alegre 

Oakland, CA, 94608, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dwight and Dianne Gatwood 

MARTIN, TN, 38237, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Melvin Tillotson 

Perry, FL, 32347, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dennis Dunning 

Omaha, NE, 68130, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kenneth Schmelzle 

Peck, KS, 67120, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Teresa Lawson 

Lucasville, OH, 45648, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carlyle Sherman 

Waverly, NY, 14892, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Anthony Rievley 

Springfield, MO, 65803, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Luann McVey 

Douglas, AK, 99824, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carrietisdale Tisdale 

Philadelphia, PA, 19104, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Loretta Bloodworth 

Nashville, TN, 37211, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gail Knight 

Lakeport, CA, 95453, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Grace Fregoe 

Lake Placid, NY, 12946, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Elizabeth Davaro 

Doral, FL, 33178, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Diane Miller 

Anderson, CA, 96007, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lorie Hobbs 

Lafayette, CO, 80026, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Art Bates 

Gaylord, MI, 49735, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Christy Cooper 

Monticello, KY, 42633, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
greg orlick 

prescott valley, AZ, 86314, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Richard Ysaguirre 

Dallas, TX, 75235, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Monica Kocinski 

SB, IN, 46614, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Donald Szymanel 

Lorain, OH, 44052, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Diane Panousis 

Peachtree City, GA, 30269, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ruth York 

Freeport, TX, 77541, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Douglas Bartlomiej 

Clinton Township, MI, 48036, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Alfred Reynolds 

Rapid River, MI, 49878, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michael Mitev 

Champaign, IL, 61822, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bill Denison 

Monmouth, IL, 61462, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dayle Beebe 

Kokomo, IN, 46902, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Eila Gardner 

Fredericksburg, VA, 22401, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Shelia Battle 

Lancaster, TX, 75146, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Suzanne Moore 

Warsaw, IN, 46580, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Larita Snodgrass 

Detroit, MI, 48238, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Chris Cooper 

Portland, OR, 97214, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ernest Williams 

Florence, AZ, 85132, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mernie Poitras 

Lebanon, NH, 03766, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jayne Stilwell 

Denton, NC, 27239, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sally Rodgers 

Port Townsend, WA, 99362, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tina Connelly 

New York, NY, 10023-6940, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
d griggs 

STONY BROOK, NY, 11790, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Patricia Mccray 

Baltimore, MD, 21214, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Martha Williams 

Midland City, AL, 36350, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dallas Goble 

Fort Gay, WV, 25514, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mike Rosen 

Nyc, NY, 10024, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Suzanne Goldman 

North Port, FL, 34291, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Barbara Watson 

Stanley, NC, 28164, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Theresa Driscoll 

Rio Linda, CA, 95673, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Erlinda Anthony 

Brockton, MA, 02302, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cindy Swinhart 

Tallapoosa, GA, 30176, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Amy Ventress 

North Port, FL, 34287, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sillet Morrisseyconley 

Orlando, FL, 32801, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Darlene Kohnen 

Hewitt, MN, 56453, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gaylee Nuttman 

Goleta, CA, 93117, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
John Martin 

Lake Wales, FL, 33859-7084, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Theresa Szpila 

Sunnyside, NY, 11104, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dan Lane 

Nashville, TN, 37218, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Melba Gayten 

McComb, MS, 39648, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
RUTH WADEY 

Port Charlotte, FL, 33981, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Steven Trowbridge 

Kendallville, IN, 46755, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kay Dickmann 

Plymouth, WI, 53073, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Vanessa Barnhill 

Leland, NC, 28451, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Florene Safran 

Lakewood, OH, 44107, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Deloras Mullins 

Knox, IN, 46534, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carol Ramirez 

West Des Moines, IA, 50266, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robin and Sandra Peterson 

TACOMA, WA, 98465-1240, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rickl Sullivan 

Bloomfield, NM, 87413, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mike Dowdrick 

Lebanon, PA, 17046, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Frank Loder 

Independence, CA, 93526, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carole Girouard 

Hobe Sound, FL, 33455, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Annabelle Lafleur 

Saint Louis, MO, 63143, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sandy Lopez-martinez 

Gallup, NM, 87305, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Willie Colquitt 

Sanford, FL, 32771, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Wilfred Green 

Saint Albans, NY, 11412, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kenneth Humphries 

Elizabeth City, NC, 27909, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
John Danzeisen 

Troy, OH, 45373, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ellen Morgan 

HUNTSVILLE, AL, 35811, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sheila Shultis 

Accord, NY, 12404, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dondolaroe Johnson 

Louisville, KY, 40203, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Charles Clark 

Las Vegas, NV, 89119, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Valerie O Cornelius 

Tucson, AZ, 85713, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bonnie Hampton 

Dresden, OH, 43821, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Francine Harvey 

Jonesboro, LA, 71251, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Daugherty 

Chicago, IL, 60610, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Libertad Freedom 

JeUerson City, MO, 65109, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Judith Hansen 

KANSAS CITY, MO, 64114, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
M. Nunzio Cancilla 

Chicago, IL, 60645, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Thomas Tria 

Rochester, NY, 14626, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sylvia Santos 

Astoria, NY, 11102, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Steve & Linda Sobel 

Farmington, MI, 48336, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Donald Pearce 

Pgh, PA, 15222, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Russell Birchfield 

Nephi, UT, 84648, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carol Arellano 

Albuquerque, NM, 87110, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Walter Bazella 

Ajo, AZ, 85321, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Margaret Baum 

Harrisburg, PA, 17109, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
William Rike 

Springfield, OH, 45502, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michele Daniel 

Grand Rapids, MI, 49507, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Shirley Mckee 

Varna, IL, 61375, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Pam Mygrant 

Huntington, IN, 46750, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Judith Bajema 

Norman, OK, 73072, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
ron clark 

Medina, OH, 44256, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mike Morf 

Walnut Creek, CA, 94595, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
jerry bartlett 

BRISTOL, PA, 19007, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Victoria Parsons 

Jonesville, VA, 24263, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Roy Belke 

Rochester, NY, 14624, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Glenia Rios 

Hialeah, FL, 33015, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rob Martin 

Hauppauge, NY, 11788, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Phyllis Mccullough 

Rock Hill, SC, 29730, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Susan Holliday 

Shelton, WA, 98584, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Harmony Pharr 

Gwinn, MI, 49841, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Victoria Azure 

Polson, MT, 59860, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Maria Del Hawkins 

Greeley, CO, 80631, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Debbie Lopez 

Arlington, TX, 76017-1012, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Clarence Thompson 

Nashville, TN, 37203, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary Loschetter 

Avon, OH, 44011, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Caroline Augustensen 

Toms River, NJ, 08755, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carolyn Connor 

Carson, CA, 90746, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carol Androphycarol 

Delray Beach, FL, 33446, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
John Bailey 

Chilhowie, VA, 24319, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Charmainephillips Phillips 

Boaz, KY, 42027, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rebecca Gritzo 

Bolivar, MO, 65613, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
helen jackson 

Spring, TX, 77386, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Evelyn Walter 

Houma, LA, 70360, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Katarzyna Pawlik 

TOWACO, NJ, 07082, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Diana Thompson 

Florence, AL, 35630, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Debra Parker 

Schnecksville, PA, 18078, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Steven Keene 

High Point, NC, 27263, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sharon Ebert 

Portage, MI, 49024, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Elyse Schunick 

Lutherville Timonium, MD, 21093, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathleen Podzimek 

Las Cruces, NM, 88012, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Evanthia Allen 

Haverford, PA, 19041, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jenn Palma 

Oceanside, NY, 11572, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Yocoima Plaza 

Palm Beach Gardens, FL, 33412, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rolf Ahrens 

Northfield, OH, 44067, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ginger Studensky 

Kirbyville, TX, 75956, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Paul Buchholz 

Jud, ND, 58454, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Yulonda Duhe 

Reserve, LA, 70084, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Miles Nunnely 

Philadelphia, PA, 19131, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
William Porter 

Chicago, IL, 60640, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Brandi DuUy 

Lancaster, PA, 17602, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
GRACE BERTALOT 

Anaheim, CA, 92808, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Aisling Boothby 

Mcminnville, OR, 97128, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Abraham Curry 

Palmetto, FL, 34221, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rodney Broux 

Pana, IL, 62557, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joanna Adams 

Butler, GA, 31006, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michael Constance 

Rustburg, VA, 24588, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kimberly Zwiebel 

Phoenixville, PA, 19460, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mayelin Hernandez 

Miami, FL, 33147, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ingrid Buechel 

Fountain Hills, AZ, 85268, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mark Babcock 

Pickens, SC, 29671, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Christopher Lunsford 

Nicholasville, KY, 40356, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jose Dvelascojose 

Salt Lake City, UT, 84104, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jack Holt 

Arvada, CO, 80002, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Judy Rainier 

New Bern, NC, 28560, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Happy Stroud 

Gurdon, AR, 71743, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Deborah Scott 

Joliet, IL, 60435, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michele Davis 

Willow Creek, CA, 95573, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kenneth Patterson 

Murray, KY, 42071, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lauren Hamilton 

Abilene, TX, 79603, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dan Pieterick 

Dixon, CA, 95620, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cheryl Carter 

Brandywine, MD, 20613, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lou Wilches 

Ridgewood, NY, 11385, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
William Odykirk 

Mt Pleasant, MI, 48868, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Charles Marchand 

Lees Summit, MO, 64086, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
BJ Osterby 

Indy, IN, 46229, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary Mendoza 

Tulare, CA, 93274, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Juan Lugo 

Tucson, AZ, 85719, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Chip Coulter 

Lake Worth, FL, 33467, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cesarina Wysong 

Charles Town, WV, 26553, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Barbara Johnson 

Houston, TX, 77064, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jimmy Forte 

Wilson, NC, 27896, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Julia Smith 

Esmont, VA, 22937, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Telisa Scarborough 

Gramling, SC, 29348, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Elizabethruth Smith 

Wichita Falls, TX, 76309, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Harris 

Atlanta, GA, 30354, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Briana Oden 

Charlotte, NC, 28226, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Alfred Berke 

Winter Springs, FL, 32708, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Toby Wetzel 

Lubbock, TX, 79412, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
GeoU Kaufman 

Westerly, RI, 02891, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michael Mattheson 

Chino, CA, 91710, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Vinal Smullen 

Philadelphia, PA, 19138, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Timothy Grether 

Leitchfield, KY, 42754, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nancy Butler 

Lakewood, CO, 80227, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mike Cluck 

Van Buren, AR, 72956, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Peter Rodriguez 

San Antonio, TX, 78250, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Richard Miles 

Onaway, MI, 49765, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
alice jena 

Richmond hill, NY, 11418, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nili Dutton 

Sarasota, FL, 34243, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary Haas 

New Rochelle, NY, 10801, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Laurie Sargent 

Pleasanton, CA, 94588, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Peter Munton 

Murrieta, CA, 92563, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gayla Smith 

Highland, CA, 92346, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary Ellen Phillips 

Berlin, MD, 21811, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dennis Wilbanks 

Selmer, TN, 38375, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
L. Conner 

Palm City, FL, 34990, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Deborah Jordan 

Fort Smith, AR, 72904, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jackie Bixler 

Yakima, WA, 98901, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Suellen Nugent 

East Lyme, CT, 06333, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joseph Carter 

Neptune, NJ, 07753, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jim Buxton 

Vernonia, OR, 97064, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Shalomar Loving 

Running Springs, CA, 92382, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cora Harper 

Amherst, VA, 24521, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Faith Cornelison 

Madisonville, KY, 42431, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Louvenia Coleman 

Raleigh, NC, 27610, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joelyn Rosinski 

Tampa, FL, 33602, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Onita Lindsey 

Buchanan, GA, 30113, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gary Gardner 

Honolulu, HI, 96819, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kevin Wallace 

Akron, AL, 35441, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Aixa Riojas 

Laredo, TX, 78046, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Eric Wriska 

Katy, TX, 77450, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Akram Bashiri 

Orinda, CA, 94563, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Anita Zehm 

Emmett, ID, 83617, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Brenda Harmon 

BUTLER, TN, 37630, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Matthew Lechner 

Westport, CT, 06614, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carol Blank 

Mesa, AZ, 85208, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Hawa Yusuf 

BuUalo, NY, 14207, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Karen Zummo 

Wesley Chapel, FL, 33543, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Amy Cox 

Newport, PA, 17074, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Norma Speights 

Lumberton, NC, 28358, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
A K 

Kenosha, WI, 53144, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sandra Padilla 

SAN FRANCISCO, CA, 94112, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carlos Torres 

Sacramento, CA, 95827, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Fran Armstrong 

Tullahoma, TN, 37388, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Edgar Tamat 

West New York, NJ, 07093, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Stephanie Marquez 

Denver, CO, 80233, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Patricia Jenkins 

Philadelphia, PA, 19142, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Toni Hunter 

Las Vegas, NV, 89101, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Shelley Dempsey 

Escalon, CA, 95320, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Julie Wojdyla 

Glenfield, NY, 13343, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Matt Johnson 

Portland, OR, 97233-1522, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Barbara B 

Roundup, MT, 59072, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dominick Damjanac 

StaUord, TX, 77477, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Stephanie Munn 

Davenport, IA, 52806, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Anita Wisch 

Valencia, CA, 91355, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Allison Smith 

Grand Junction, CO, 81504, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mark Clark 

Branson, MO, 65616, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kenneth Liddell 

Methuen, MA, 01844, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lori Gleason 

Rome, NY, 13440, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Larry Curt 

Neodesha, KS, 66757, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bonnie Rhoads 

Palmyra, PA, 17078, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lynore Rodia 

Yatesboro, PA, 16263, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Richard Craig 

Glen Carbon, IL, 62034, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cynthia Green 

Bethesda, MD, 20816, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Vickie Kidwell 

Strasburg, VA, 22657, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathy Massey 

Preston, MS, 39354, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Elise Stillwelll 

Riddle, OR, 97469, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Don Tewksbury 

Gaylord, MI, 49735, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Daniel Obed 

Foley, AL, 36535, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ilona Stottlemyer 

Ardmore, OK, 73401, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Agnes Hetzel 

Williamsburg, VA, 23185, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
keith mcclellan 

Gainesville, FL, 32601, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dion Fauntleroy 

Baltimore, MD, 21217, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Valjorie Sheppard 

Corona, NY, 11368, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Natalie Woolridge 

Crowley, LA, 70526, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Christine Tempfer 

Valley city, OH, 44280, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rachel Stilwell 

Evansville, IN, 47714, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathleen B. 

Delray Beach, FL, 33446, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ronald Coley 

Fremont, NC, 27830, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Wendy Jones 

North East, MD, 21901, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
David Goncalves 

Miami, FL, 33178, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joan Greene 

Boiling Springs, SC, 29316, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Heidi HoUee 

Fairfield, IL, 62837, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michael Davis 

Desert Hot Springs, CA, 92240, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kim Ray 

Broomfield, CO, 80023, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Liz Szabo 

Fort Wayne, IN, 46808, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Deidre Crudup 

Hobart, IN, 46342, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sandie Donatelli 

Sunbury, OH, 43074, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Steven Underwood 

Philadelphia, PA, 19124, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Shirley Martin 

Roanoke, VA, 24014, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
susan zito 

Hartsdale, NY, 10530, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Virginia Garrett 

Wichita, KS, 67220, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Linda Peevey 

Kinston, AL, 36453, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mariacoreas Coreas 

Teaneck, NJ, 07666, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Vendetta Armstrong 

Cedar BluU, AL, 35959, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carrie Carter 

Upper Marlboro, MD, 20792, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lyle  Helen (Stoltz) Wood 

Hudson, WI, 54016, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Brent Grider 

Olympia, WA, 98512, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ronnie Lopez 

Tucson, AZ, 85712, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dora Tsinnie 

Tempe, AZ, 85282, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Brian Horn 

Bellevue, WA, 98005, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dennis Scott 

Orlando, FL, 32811, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Donald Nichols 

Potts Camp, MS, 38659, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Phyllis Childs 

Yuma, AZ, 85365, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Patsy Tucker 

Mount Olive, NC, 28365, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dan Porter 

Decaturville, TN, 38329, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
J. Kozura 

Mesa, AZ, 85205, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Augustus Burke 

Northbrook, IL, 60062, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Christopher Root 

Blanca, CO, 81123, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rachelmarie Booker 

Vancouver, WA, 98660, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Steve Harunk 

Onset, MA, 02558, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
James Zehner 

Wilmington, NC, 28405, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Barbara Sheehan, SP 

St. Mary of the Woods, IN, 47876, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Annette Hanson 

Fort Valley, GA, 31030, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Glenda York 

Cleveland, GA, 30528, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Brenton Ford 

Louisville, KY, 40212, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Beverly Mcnamee 

Memphis, TN, 38119, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Amireon Perkins 

Decatur, IL, 62521, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
George Gates 

Thomasville, AL, 36784, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Steven Howard 

Gordon, GA, 31031, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Linda Samples 

Kansas City, MO, 64118, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Karen Webber 

Lakewood, OH, 44107, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
terry sorzickas 

Mountain Home, AR, 72653, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary Matuszewski 

Milford, PA, 18337, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Liz de la Paz 

Duarte, CA, 91010, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joel Goodman 

Jupiter, FL, 33458, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jerry Daniel 

JeUerson, SC, 29718, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mindy Brandner 

Webster City, IA, 50595, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sharon Ledwell 

Scottsboro, AL, 35769, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gary Dob 

Mount Holly, NJ, 08060, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joseph Jacksonjr 

Beaumont, TX, 77705, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
JeUrey Jones 

Utica, MI, 48315, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Pauline Gianato 

Green Cove Springs, FL, 32043, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bettina Msyp 

Durham, NC, 27701, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Richard Green 

Cape Coral, FL, 33904, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
William Martinez 

East Hartford, CT, 06108, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Linda Mazza 

Cabot, PA, 16023, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joyce Chang 

Los Altos, CA, 94024, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kaye Ward 

New Market, TN, 37820, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Elizabeth High 

Frostproof, FL, 33843-9193, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joe Coleman 

Devine, TX, 78016, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mario Martinez 

Mountain View, CA, 94040, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Beverly Toyama 

Pearl City, HI, 96782, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Catharina Howard 

San Leandro, CA, 94577, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Vicky Scott 

Lexington, TN, 38351, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ruth Hitchcock 

Newport, KY, 41071-2632, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Timothy Pinkham 

Bar Harbor, ME, 04609, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Courtney Nichols 

RadcliU, KY, 40160, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cynthia Rosenblath 

Santa Fe, NM, 87507, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ruth Veley 

Leesburg, FL, 34748-8626, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Roger Gard 

Danville, IA, 52623, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Deborah Sterken 

Walworth, WI, 53184, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Larry Moberg 

Spokane, WA, 99217, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Katherine Seamon 

Thomasville, NC, 27360, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lynne Butcher 

South Glastonbury, CT, 06073, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Elizabeth Storey 

Ogden, UT, 84404, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Peggy Martin 

Henderson, NV, 89002, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jackie Kilpatrick 

Vinemont, AL, 35179, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Corey Bratcher 

Live Oak, CA, 95953, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
David Pierce 

San Jose, CA, 95139, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Debby Curcoe 

Temple, TX, 76502, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gloria Mcknight 

Columbia, SC, 29229, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Glenna Varney 

Lancaster, OH, 43130, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Donna Palmer 

Southgate, MI, 48195, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carmen Hernandez 

Lubbock, TX, 79403, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jean Chee 

Madison, NJ, 07940, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Shirley Reitz 

Walla Walla, WA, 99362, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Karen Metcalf 

BOSTIC, NC, 28018, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carolina David 

Alameda, CA, 94501, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Richard Bottenhorn 

Cincinnati, OH, 45215, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Candi applegate Applegate 

Boise, ID, 83704, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ronald Pittman 

Wichita, KS, 67226, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Donna Richardson 

Easton, MD, 21601, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jennifer Miele 

Niantic, CT, 06357, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
James WILKINSON 

Falling Waters, WV, 25419, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Elizabeth Barnett 

Jackson, MS, 39206, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Hector Vasquez 

San Antonio, TX, 78228, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Raydell Abshire 

Lafayette, LA, 70508, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Russell Knox 

Willis, TX, 77318, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Benjamin Ruiz 

Plainfield, NJ, 07060, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sammy Mccall 

Hyde Park, MA, 02136, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gerald Roy 

Whitefield, NH, 03598, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Charlotte Chico 

Kernville, CA, 93238, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Fotis Apergis 

Floral Park, NY, 11001, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Stephen Lathrop 

Fort Plain, NY, 13339, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carla Reis Ely 

Fair Oaks, CA, 95628, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Polly Autry 

Saint Louis, MO, 63114, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Larry Bubp 

Montezuma, IA, 50171, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Renaldo Ortizv 

West Valley City, UT, 84119, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bernadette Jiron 

Denver, CO, 80219, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Diane Golden 

Port Orange, FL, 32127, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cathy Larkin 

Gas City, IN, 46933, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Andrea Smith 

Valdosta, GA, 31601, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Melvera Simmons 

New York, NY, 10035, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Louise Fjeld 

New Port Richey, FL, 34653, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cleonna Ralls 

Cornville, AZ, 86325, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Annette Phillips 

Chicago, IL, 60636, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Laurie Niernberg 

Kirkland, WA, 98033, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Debra Hightower 

Cochran, GA, 31014, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cynthia Messamore 

Harrisburg, IL, 62946, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Enrique Carbajal 

Plainfield, IL, 60586, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Linda Sieren 

Des Moines, IA, 50315, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Quintin Hyde 

Twin Falls, ID, 83301, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jerry Zeigler 

Augusta, KY, 41002, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lovetta Smith 

Pottsboro, TX, 75076, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathryn Foster 

Council BluUs, IA, 51501, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gail Whiteman 

Porter, TX, 77365, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robin Ross 

El Sobrante, CA, 94803, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Steven Allison 

Herrin, IL, 62948, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Elizabeth Mcclain 

Imperial, MO, 63052, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Keith Thomas 

Seattle, WA, 98144, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
LaMonte Ward 

Fordyce, AR, 71742, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Doris Thurman 

Dunlap, TN, 37327, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Pauline Nicholson 

Deer Lodge, MT, 59722, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Andrew Maggip 

Port Richey, FL, 34668, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ali Dominguez 

Yakima, WA, 98902, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Elena Duplessis 

Oakland, CA, 94622, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nancy Villarreal 

San Jacinto, CA, 92583, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Barbara Scaman 

Marion, IL, 62959, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
richard lugenbeel 

glen burnie, MD, 21061, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Elizabeth Williamson 

Alamo, GA, 30411, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Catherine Shea 

Newfield, NY, 14867, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Karen Cassidy 

Milwaukee, WI, 53226, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
John Gamble 

Independence, MO, 64055, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Irene Ballinger 

LEAWOOD, KS, 66206, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Angela Gillette Segundo 

Beaverton, OR, 97007, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Shirley Andrews 

Grants Pass, OR, 97526, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Thomas Morgan 

Melrose, MA, 02176, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Amy Bell 

Knoxville, TN, 37922, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary Burgrd 

Toledo, OH, 43604, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Loleta Keitt 

West Columbia, SC, 29169, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Darrell Mcelroy 

Portland, OR, 97233, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
William Kubiak 

Belford, NJ, 07718, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bobby Cobb 

Manchester, TN, 37355, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dana Penrod 

Reston, VA, 20190, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Grace Cox 

New Bern, NC, 28560, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Donald Poindexter 

Anaheim, CA, 92806, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Paul Gonzales 

Walla Walla, WA, 99362, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Johnny Altman 

Conway, SC, 29527, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Taresa Blalock 

Haltom City, TX, 76117, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
chris burns 

abiquiu, NM, 87510, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lesa Bentley 

Maple Valley, WA, 98038, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jennifer Paul 

Minneapolis, MN, 55432, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Arnold Callahan 

Florence, OR, 97439, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Beverly Tinsley 

Louisville, KY, 40228, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tommy Sims 

Corsicana, TX, 75110, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
JeUrey Burger 

Meadville, PA, 16335, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
George Babin 

Marrero, LA, 70072, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Isaac Jackson 

Fullerton, CA, 92833, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dan Czaplicki 

Sun City West, AZ, 85375, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Irani Price 

Socorro, TX, 79927, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Thom Walsh 

Madera, CA, 93636, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jose Mendez 

Austin, TX, 78741, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Margaret Edwards 

Birmingham, AL, 35244, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
William Felker 

Rosedale, IN, 47874, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Remondo Hodges sr 

Rockford, IL, 61103, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jackie Cox 

Winston Salem, NC, 27127, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Helen Marks 

Beachwood, OH, 44122, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Delilah Garcia 

San Angelo, TX, 76903, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Barbara Spock 

Benton, PA, 17814, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sylvia Patterson 

Pickens, SC, 29671, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Christy Tarvin 

Horton, AL, 35980, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jamesmnewmanjr Newmanjr 

Sumter, SC, 29153, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Freddy Luke 

Honolulu, HI, 96821, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Daisy Reed 

Owensboro, KY, 42303, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Allison Fink 

Melrose, MA, 02176, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dolores Morales 

Palmdale, CA, 93550, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Connie Fleetwood 

Lebanon, TN, 37087, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Anthony Abromavich 

Mendon, OH, 45862, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Eric Brown 

PORTLAND, OR, 97203, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Shana McKeever 

Waukesha, WI, 53186, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Betty Burgess 

Cape Girardeau, MO, 63701, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Daniel Mondich 

Angola, NY, 14006, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary Brown 

Red Wing, MN, 55066, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Wayne Dunlap l 

Brighton, IL, 62012, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rita A 

Arcata, CA, 95521, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Debra Porretto 

Las Vegas, NV, 89156, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ed Engle 

Bloomsburg, PA, 17815, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ritaj Jenkins 

Philadelphia, PA, 19149, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cateringaray nwrightstsailonspringd 

Siloam Springs, AR, 72761, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Barbara Remund 

Goodyear, AZ, 85395, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Christine Rhodes 

Pocatello, ID, 83201, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Keith Austin 

Comstock Park, MI, 49321, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carla Howard 

Casper, WY, 82609, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
paulette weinberg 

Columbus, IN, 47201, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robin Price 

Lakewood, WA, 98499, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Keri Vastine 

Yoder, CO, 80864, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sarah Lane 

Goldsboro, NC, 27530, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ramond Akers 

Sarahsville, OH, 43779, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
William Shipp 

Livingston, TX, 77351, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Stunzig 

Clearwater, FL, 33755, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Angela Hartwell 

Newland, NC, 28657-7946, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Janice Florence, RN 

Naples, FL., FL, 34109-1706, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cathy Kelly 

Water Valley, MS, 38965, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jean Newman 

Orlando, FL, 32822, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Yvonne Barnes 

Center Line, MI, 48015, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Karicia Feuerborn 

Lawton, OK, 73501, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ellen Ruiz 

Clovis, NM, 88101, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joseph Bryant 

Pikeville, KY, 41501, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
James Adair 

Durham, NC, 27704, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Damien Rogetrs 

Naugatuck, CT, 06770, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Deborah Earl 

Huntington, WV, 25705, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Donna Matthews 

Leland, NC, 28451, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lawrence Savage 

Tucson, AZ, 85718, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Debbie Reish 

Citrus Heights, CA, 95621, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Calvin Conley 

Ogden, UT, 84404, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lashall Hautau 

Madison Heights, MI, 48071, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tearsey Martin 

Raleigh, NC, 27606, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gail Ensign 

Rock Springs, WY, 82901, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Fannie Powell 

Waynesboro, VA, 22980, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Andree Blevins 

San Jose, CA, 95118, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Catherine Tucker 

Kentwood, LA, 70444, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Donaldl Holmes 

Princeton, ME, 04668, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
John Meyer 

Phoenix, AZ, 85015, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Trina Sanchez 

New York, NY, 10033, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sally Bryant 

Campton, KY, 41301, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bill Lemieux 

Bonney Lake, WA, 98391, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jean Lowerison 

San Diego, CA, 92103, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Linda Davis 

Albany, GA, 31701, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marion Hargett 

Eight Mile, AL, 36613, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Darrell Robinson 

Atlanta, GA, 30349, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ted Kudron 

Hilliard, OH, 43026, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Patricia Seago 

Oviedo, FL, 32765, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carole Niblett 

Sequim, WA, 98382, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Babbie Davis 

Smithville, TN, 37166, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Yu Q 

Bldr, CO, 80303, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Edna Strickland 

Hosford, FL, 32334, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ilisha Aragon 

Albuquerque, NM, 87107, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
destiny johnson 

Loveland, CO, 80538, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Anita Hiles 

Mooresville, IN, 46158, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Stephanie Hannagan 

Plaistow, NH, 03865, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Peter Pieragostini 

Red Hill, PA, 18076, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cynthia Tavano 

Port Allen, LA, 70767, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gloriavillagrana Vllagrana 

Fredericksburg, TX, 78624, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Keith Daniels 

Marianna, FL, 32448, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Willie Belch 

Spartanburg, SC, 29303, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bonita Schott 

Louisville, KY, 40229, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Diane Wieland 

Brookhaven, PA, 19015, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathy Jennings 

Alvin, TX, 77511, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nida Buendicho 

Fremont, CA, 94536, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Debra Kruger 

Newark, DE, 19713, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Raymond Curtis 

Raleigh, NC, 27629, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mike Fritze 

Bessemer City, NC, 28016, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Darlene Kufner 

Spring Hill, FL, 34606, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Merlin Berndt 

Rice, MN, 56367, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Terry Lewis 

Searchlight, NV, 89046, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Darrel mdm user Groves 

Hemet, CA, 92543, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Danora Brockman 

Papillion, NE, 68046, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lucille Larrimore 

Clearwater, FL, 33761, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sheila Craddock 

Utica, KY, 42376, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dale Carrell 

Seattle, WA, 98104, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jodi Hill 

Beaufort, NC, 28516, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Wendy Ferrazzano 

Montesano, WA, 98563, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Betty Bufler 

Middletown, OH, 45044, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cindi Cagle 

Dallas, TX, 75231, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kevin Tilden 

Riggins, ID, 83549, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
David Westfall 

Kyle, TX, 78640, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Eric Rodman 

Arden, NC, 28704, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Suzanne Wheatley 

San Antonio, TX, 78245, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Peter Ho 

Summit, NJ, 07901-2810, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sheila Brackin 

Orlando, FL, 32820, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Peter Zehr 

Harrison Valley, PA, 16927, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Brian Butters 

South Jordan, UT, 84009, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jennifer Atkins 

Eden, NC, 27288, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathy Roski 

Tavares, FL, 32778, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Godwin Ugoeke 

Durham, NC, 27713, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ralph Richey 

Portland, OR, 97215, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Barbara Carey 

Saint Helens, OR, 97051, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Deborah Story 

Neptune Beach, FL, 32266, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ruth Estrada 

Chino, CA, 91710, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Angela Capps 

Williamsburg, KY, 40769, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Glenn Starnes 

Monroe, NC, 28112, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Laurie Hammer 

Albuquerque, NM, 87114, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lisa Boutte 

Lafayette, LA, 70501, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Keith Tirman 

Bayport, NY, 11705, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Yvette Fields 

Birmingham, AL, 35214, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Elsa Angelo 

Bradenton, FL, 34205, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
DENISE HOWELL 

FLORENCE, AL, 35633, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Henry Bridger 

Vancouver, WA, 98661, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carol Fulton 

Kingstree, SC, 29556, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sandra Leach 

Farmersville, TX, 75442, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathryn Tisdale 

Pekin, IL, 61554, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Betty Garcia 

Salt Lake City, UT, 84101, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rakisha Ricketts 

Fort Wayne, IN, 46816, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Luis ruiz Luisruiz 

West New York, NJ, 07093, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Donna Fish 

Oaktown, IN, 47561, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jessica Rogers 

Snohomish, WA, 98290, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Edward Fial 

Philadelphia, PA, 19114, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Thomasa Gresham 

Murfreesboro, TN, 37128, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Stephen Dalton 

Florissant, MO, 63031, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
William Bing 

Sharon, TN, 38255, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jane Hollingshead 

Gladwin, MI, 48624, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Vicktor Kammerer 

Tucson, AZ, 85716, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathleen Sullivan 

Wilmington, NC, 28405, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Orlando Jones 

Dagsboro, DE, 19939, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Debra Bunn 

Sparks, NV, 89441, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Steve Bright 

Lake City, FL, 32055, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathy Kraus 

Bel Air, MD, 21014, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
James Coulston 

Las Vegas, NV, 89122, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Luis Capalla 

Cerritos, CA, 90703, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Richard Yee 

Morgan Hill, CA, 95037, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Elaine Ritchey 

Columbia, MD, 21046, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Julie Smith 

Vacaville, CA, 95688, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Paul Maltby 

West Chester, PA, 19382, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lillie Jackson 

Port Gibson, MS, 39150, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lyle Telfer 

Pittsburg, KS, 66762, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Diane Bozeman 

Bakersville, NC, 28705, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cher Teslevich 

Jeannette, PA, 15644, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Hildreth 

Neola, IA, 51559, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
James Wells 

Brownsville, TX, 78526, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Benjamin Schwartz 

Monroe, MI, 48162, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Narendranath Singh 

California, CA, 90487, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marta Trickey 

Bushnell, IL, 61422, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Donna Carey 

Wilson, NC, 27896, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Mcgovern 

Barrington, RI, 02806, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lawrence McCarthy 

Evvanston, IL, 60202, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Paul Beebe 

Pueblo, CO, 81001, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carole Richards 

El Dorado, AR, 71730, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Elias Padilla 

El Prado, NM, 87529, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carol Osborne 

Holley, NY, 14470, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lori K 

Reading, PA, 19606, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Vonia Kaleikini 

Ewa Beach, HI, 96706, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Hernanvladimir Cubilloscastro 

Pennsauken, NJ, 08110, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Steven Reminton 

Fife Lake, MI, 49633, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jessica Harris 

Rock Island, IL, 61201, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Diane Knybel 

Sterling Heights, MI, 48310, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sonya Ballard 

Liberty Hill, TX, 78642, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tammie Collier 

Klamath Falls, OR, 97603, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Judy Fial 

Delray Beach, FL, 33484, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marian Berejikian 

Gig Harbor, WA, 98332, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Amanda Rockhold 

Rock Island, IL, 61201, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Charlene Steward 

Paragould, AR, 72450, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Larry Franklin 

Brandenburg, KY, 40108, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Natalie Gonzalez 

Newburgh, NY, 12550, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gerald Ludwick 

Bakersfield, CA, 93306, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Martha Jude 

Louisa, KY, 41230, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Philip Lange 

Dunedin, FL, 34698, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
JeU Day 

Las Vegas, NV, 89107, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Brenda Reid 

Latrobe, PA, 15650, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Terry Thomas 

Rock Hill, SC, 29730, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Stacy Banks 

Arcadia, LA, 71001, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jeanette Weyl 

Concord, CA, 94521, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Vladislav Tarnorutskiy 

Clinton, IA, 52732, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Williams Martinez 

Paterson, NJ, 07503, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Leslie Robinson 

Atwater, CA, 95301, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Willamae Benjamin 

New Orleans, LA, 70115, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dawn Reaume 

Livonia, MI, 48154, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carol Cain 

Redding, CA, 96003, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Pamela Deel 

Vansant, VA, 24656, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marsha Daniel 

Baytown, TX, 77520, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nita Freeman 

Pensacola, FL, 32595, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Martha SwaUord 

Hixson, TN, 37343, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Patricia Gardner 

Carlsbad, CA, 92008, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Patricia Boyd 

Wilkes Barre, PA, 18702, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Larry Welch 

Omaha, NE, 68134, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Bertrand 

Bostic, NC, 28018, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tina Debone 

Greensburg, PA, 15601, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jeri Pyatt 

Loveland, CO, 80538, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gregorio Monteiro 

Pawtucket, RI, 02861, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Judy Foster 

Steilacoom, WA, 98388, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jeanel Stokes 

Greensboro, NC, 27407, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ruth Jones 

Coraopolis, PA, 15108, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Alejandro Beltran 

Reading, PA, 19602, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dan Smith 

Leesburg, FL, 34748, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Roy Nolan 

Novato, CA, 94947, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sharon Romine 

Elizabethtown, KY, 42701, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Peggy Weber 

Lowell, IN, 46357, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Erma Holmes 

Indianapolis, IN, 46225, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joe Esquivel 

Mission, TX, 78572, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Walter Hawthornejr 

Greenville, NC, 27834, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Barry Jones 

Calimesa, CA, 92320, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
sarah woods 

Meridian, MS, 39305, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Milous Carson 

Chicago, IL, 60644, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Richard Vermillion 

Chico, CA, 95928, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
William Halls 

Salt Lake City, UT, 84103, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
William Baumann 

Pontiac, MI, 48340, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Chelseaa Bundy 

Mex, TX, 76667, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Anita Marshall 

Houston, TX, 77034, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marsha Incardona 

College Station, TX, 77845, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Deborah Harrell 

Panama City Beach, FL, 32413, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Peggy Lasater 

Warrensburg, MO, 64093, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Patricia Owens 

Balch Springs, TX, 75180, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lucinda Barfield 

New Bern, NC, 28560, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dana Russell 

Belton, MO, 64012, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Alphonso Fowler 

Mebane, NC, 27302, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carolyn Richards 

Walnut Cove, NC, 27052, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
William DePriest 

St. Peters, MO, 63376, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Linda Allison 

Conway, AR, 72032, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sunny Syvoravong 

Las Vegas, NV, 89148, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nancy Brower 

Tallahassee, FL, 32309, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Debbie Cox 

Hope, AR, 71801, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kay Vandolah 

Marion, IA, 52302, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lester Philon 

Silas, AL, 36919, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
C Pena 

Covina, CA, 91722, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
John Rihs 

Eagar, AZ, 85925, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jeannie Spalding 

Bradenton, FL, 34202, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cindy Head 

Frankfort, KY, 40601, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Stanley Gamble 

Rock Hill, SC, 29730, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Darnell Bell 

Brooklyn, NY, 11233, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Andy Morales 

Midlothian, VA, 23112, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lovely Reiger 

Honolulu, HI, 96817, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Leonard Krasner 

Decatur, GA, 30035, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Trent Grandy 

West Jordan, UT, 84081, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Luther Williams 

Corinth, MS, 38834, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
James Strickland 

Oxnard, CA, 93035, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kendall Hinkley 

Jay, ME, 04239, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Wallace Sunde 

Andalusia, AL, 36421, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jackie Day 

Maud, TX, 75567, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kara Vesely 

Cherryland, CA, 94541, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
David Paterno 

Greenfield, MA, 01301, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Charles Edwards 

Knoxville, TN, 37914, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathy Keyes 

Bradford, PA, 16701, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
bonnie smyth 

Spokane, WA, 99223, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Vincent Nance 

Portland, OR, 97202, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Alexandra Pallisco 

New Hyde Park, NY, 11040, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dave Hall 

Atlanta, GA, 30342, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nicky Taylor 

Littleton, CO, 80128, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joyce Antonelli 

Lexington, SC, 29073, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Maria Rubio 

Sylmar, CA, 91392, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Louanna Tandecki 

Wasilla, AK, 99623, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lauren Rock 

Cohasset, MN, 55721, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Olive Dugger 

Poplar BluU, MO, 63901, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary Hairstonprah 

Markham, IL, 60428, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lori Benson 

Lk In The Hls, IL, 60156, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Edward Horn 

Manchester, NH, 03103, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sylvia Jones 

Bronx, NY, 10453, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
James Martin 

Tonganoxie, KS, 66086, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dorothy Sladek 

Mahanoy City, PA, 17948, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jimmy Givens 

Fresno, CA, 93722, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Archie Scott 

Arlington, TX, 76016, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Renee Freed 

Birdsboro, PA, 19508, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Harold Mabold 

Granger, IN, 46530, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Theotis Haynes 

Jackson, TN, 38301, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Barbara Hemenway 

LAS VEGAS, NV, 89121, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Milas Armour 

Chicago, IL, 60619, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sondra Perry 

Springdale, AR, 72762, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Billy Mann 

Kings Mountain, NC, 28086, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Beth Cook 

Bloomington, MN, 55437, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Brenda Minks 

Silva, MO, 63964, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Isla Hastings 

Gresham, OR, 97030, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rachelle Zettell 

Pomona, CA, 91768, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary Branch 

Norlina, NC, 27563, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Traci Churchill 

Bloomington, IL, 61701, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lynne Welytok 

Morganton, NC, 28655, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Erica Akins 

Macon, GA, 31204, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
William Chaney 

Madison, NC, 27025, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Iris Kimbrough 

Gary, IN, 46403, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Janice Vincent 

Pelham, AL, 35124, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mark Luedi 

Honor, MI, 49640, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ana Facio 

Sacramento, CA, 95825, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Martha Steinhart 

Amityville, NY, 11701, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jerald RiUle 

Flemington, WV, 26347, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Paige Kay 

Gautier, MS, 39553, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Leroy Bollinger 

COALPORT, PA, 16627, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
William Martin 

Phoenix, OR, 97535, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dan Shelton 

Amanda, OH, 43102, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary Snyder 

El Dorado, KS, 67042, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michelle Ochs 

Reading, PA, 19608, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Judy Kelley 

Whitehouse, TX, 75791, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tom Springs 

Vero Beach, FL, 32968, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kimberly Mogk 

Cameron, NC, 28326, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
David Garry 

Beverly Hills, FL, 34465, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
penny rice 

Grandview, MO, 64030, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michelle SheriU 

Cedar Rapids, IA, 52404, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Darrell Nick 

Anchorage, AK, 99501, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Darlene Shadwickmeyer 

Seminole, OK, 74868, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rebecca Mann 

Wapato, WA, 98951, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Richard Mckay 

Farmington, MI, 48331, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kimberly Cooper 

Portland, OR, 97206, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gary Rose 

San Jose, CA, 95118, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Maurice Girardin 

Berlin, CT, 06037, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ronald Varney 

Holiday, FL, 34690, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lindsey Silverman 

Coppell, TX, 75019, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Uumaulauaganuu Sokimi 

Orem, UT, 84058, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Charles Haggin 

Bellevue, WA, 98008, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Steven Smith-Campbell 

Portland, OR, 97202, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ronnette Anderson 

Strathcona, MN, 56759, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Roy Garcia 

Phoenix, AZ, 85015, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Patricia Wallace 

Athens, AL, 35613, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Teresa Dagley 

Ashland City, TN, 37015, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Karen Uppling 

Chicago, IL, 60631, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
LAVONNE WHITEAKER 

NORCROSS, GA, 30093, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Clarence Weidner 

Cameron, TX, 76520, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jeri Mainer 

Spokane, WA, 99212, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gerri Adkins 

Huntington, WV, 25701, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sheleeza Deen 

Jamaica, NY, 11435-2545, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jennifer warner 

PETERSBURG, KY, 41080, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robin Gegner 

TORRANCE, CA, 90503, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Belinda Jones 

Vinemont, AL, 35179, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Walt Grzymski 

Santa Ana, CA, 92704, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Beverley Rinker 

Brownstown, IN, 47220, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carl StaU 

Oquawka, IL, 61469, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jaci Palacios 

Corona, CA, 92883, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Amanda Konkle 

Morgantown, IN, 46160, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
JeUery Hayes 

Moberly, MO, 65270, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
David Terpening 

Polk, MO, 65727, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kelly Gregerson 

WATERLOO, IA, 50701, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Edmund Zeigler 

Washington, DC, 20020, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Janet Genz 

Dubuque, IA, 52003, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Karen Procter 

ANCHORAGE, AK, 99517, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Wendee Lee 

Tujunga, CA, 91042-1505, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Leonard Jones 

Larose, LA, 70373, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Griselda Yzaguirre 

San Benito, TX, 78586, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Guy Merckx 

New York, NY, 10162, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nicole Hutchens 

Luttrell, TN, 37779, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Maria Trevino 

Dallas, TX, 75228, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tammy Smith 

Minneapolis, MN, 55421, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Terry Lucas 

Westmont, IL, 60559, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Stewart Jordan 

Waldorf, MD, 20601, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Danielle Krimaschewicz 

SHREVE, OH, 44676, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Alberto Diaz 

Racine, WI, 53403, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joseph Pineau 

Murfreesboro, TN, 37128, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Elizabeth Brink 

Danbury, CT, 06810, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Eric Middendorf 

Akron, OH, 44333, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ronnie Ashley 

Abingdon, VA, 24210, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Freeman Murray 

Washington, DC, 20012, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
George Tanoajr 

kent, WA, 98031, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Patricia Ristau 

Sterling, IL, 61081, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Stephen Hansen 

Twin Falls, ID, 83301, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Virginia Rose 

Rainier, OR, 97048, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
mobile Morrison 

Nuevo, CA, 92567, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Timothy Mcgrew 

Irvington, KY, 40146, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Denver Goodson 

Prestonsburg, KY, 41653, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michelle Key 

Armona, CA, 93202, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jessica G 

Williamsville, NY, 14221, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Justin Ricketts 

Marshall, IN, 47859, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jose Montes 

Pompano Beach, FL, 33071, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Paine 

Yorba Linda, CA, 92887, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dominique Brown 

North Las Vegas, NV, 89031, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Carlisto 

Auburndale, FL, 33823, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Angela Mizer 

Fredericktown, OH, 43019, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
David Draper 

Murray, KY, 42071, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michael Skrysak 

Wheaton, IL, 60187, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carolyn Smith 

Indianapolis, IN, 46208, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rolan Logan 

Willard, MO, 65781, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
John Skelton 

Clanton, AL, 35045, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Petterson 

Tacoma, WA, 98431, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lydia Villalobos-White 

MISSION HILLS, CA, 91345, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Connie Skillingstad 

Isanti, MN, 55040, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mariaeugalde Ugalde 

Mukilteo, WA, 98275, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Yvette Gilmore 

BUFFALO, NY, 14215, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ronald Bloom 

Tallahassee, FL, 32303, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathleen Steinbeck 

Gleason, WI, 54435, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Leslie Marco 

Pine Bush, NY, 12566, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Craig Osbjornsen 

Everett, WA, 98201, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kristine Wallace 

Colorado Springs, CO, 80904, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Maryann Labeots 

RadcliU, KY, 40160, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nancy DiUee 

Mena, AR, 71953, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Deborah Lymon 

Tampa, FL, 33610, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carl Springer 

Pahoa, HI, 96778, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michael Green 

Washington, DC, 20020, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Debra Lowers 

Lincoln, CA, 95648, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Yvonne Baldwin 

Johnson City, TN, 37615, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Elva Mickle 

Atlanta, GA, 30331, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Karen Delay 

Newport, PA, 17074, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carrie Blair 

Brevard, NC, 28712, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kristina Kumpfmiller 

Springfield, MO, 65804, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Christina Mimnaugh 

Pinellas Park, FL, 33782, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
PAMELA BOSE 

BARDSTOWN, KY, 40004, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Judy Kohnen 

Saint Paul, MN, 55110, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gareth Williams 

North Augusta, SC, 29841, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marthana Ward 

Graceville, FL, 32440, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
William Kesterke 

Lorain, OH, 44052, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Donna Morgan 

Franklinton, LA, 70438, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Pam Sheys 

Blackshear, GA, 31516, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sherry Ellis 

Rancho Cordova, CA, 95670, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
John Downing 

Kuna, ID, 83634, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cindy Sanchez 

Midland, TX, 79705, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tony Goins 

Rockingham, NC, 28379, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lovey Clayton 

Bremerton, WA, 98312-3848, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nancy Yates 

Portland, OR, 97210, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
janelel lee 

san francisco, CA, 94107, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cecil Hawkes 

Baton Rouge, LA, 70817, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Candace Gamwell 

Reno, NV, 89512, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sally Schulz 

Waianae, HI, 96792, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Danny Tunnell 

Kingsport, TN, 37660, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Edward Pearce 

Salinas, CA, 93901, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joseph Delprincipe 

Deatsville, AL, 36022, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Erin Marien 

Fairview, MT, 59221, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
janet redo 

Haiku, HI, 96708, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jodi Hartzell 

Tucson, AZ, 85705, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jacob Nelon 

Oklahoma City, OK, 73170, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Edward Haggard 

Chicago, IL, 60657, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Amy Coleman 

Davenport, IA, 52803, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Latessha Buchanan 

Saint Louis, MO, 63116, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Felix White 

Oreland, PA, 19075, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Eileen Luhrs 

Delray Beach, FL, 33484-8417, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Linda Mcneilus 

Colorado Springs, CO, 80930, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lydia Galstad 

Marysville, WA, 98270, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marsha Schroeder 

Geneseo, IL, 61254, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Delores Kaliszewski 

Saint Louis, MO, 63110, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Leon Johnson 

Gallion, AL, 36742, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jekemiah Batton 

Phoenix, AZ, 85085, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Consuelo Rendon 

Lamont, CA, 93241, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
kathleen trettevik 

Concrete, WA, 98237, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Addie McNeil 

Sorrento, FL, 32776, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Calixto Gil 

Peoria, AZ, 85345, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
James Jones 

Coker, AL, 35452, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ruth Makowski 

Leicester, MA, 01524, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Diane Hair 

Elkton, MD, 21921, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Maria Maniaci 

Gladstone, MI, 49837, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dwayne Beard 

Burnet, TX, 78611, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Donald Lathrop 

Canaan, NY, 12029, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lily Deforest 

Boston, MA, 02114, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marcia Myers 

Springfield, IL, 62702, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gary Smart 

Big Timber, MT, 59011, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Charles Silva 

Chowchilla, CA, 93610, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Danny Rothstein 

Little Rock, AR, 72209, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Arlene Shepherd 

Independence, MO, 64055, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Laura Clinton 

House Springs, MO, 63051, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Allen Fox 

Manchester, NH, 03103, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nancy McCormick 

Fresno, CA, 93710, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kristen Diaz 

Surprise, AZ, 85379, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Roberta Smith 

Centerton, AR, 72719, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rosemary Buchmeier 

Seattle, WA, 98106, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jessy Dayton 

Columbus, OH, 43205, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mitchell Chaikin 

Northumberland, PA, 17857, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
William Reed 

Murphysboro, IL, 62966, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rickie peterson 

NORTHAMPTON, MA, 01060-4189, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Denise Jacob 

Houston, TX, 77028, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Margie Nicholson 

Greenville, MS, 38701, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
c h 

Pt CHARLOTTE, FL, 33952, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Paula Polito 

Mt view, CA, 94043, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Frances Pilato 

Poulsbo, WA, 98370, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bernardo Figueredo 

Tampa, FL, 33614, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Edwin Alba 

Wewahitchka, FL, 32465, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Toby Johnson 

ottawa, IL, 61350, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Elizabeth LeUingwell 

Pittsfield, MA, 01201, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
adriene stutrud 

Glenhaven, CA, 95443, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ben Eidt 

Bowling Green, OH, 43402, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Darolyn Butler 

Oakland, CA, 94621, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Meri Coury 

Winnemucca, NV, 89445, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tom Collette 

Napa, CA, 94559, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
ali crockett 

Phoenix, AZ, 85032, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Viet Nguyen 

San Antonio, TX, 78258, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jose Colon 

Rochester, NY, 14609, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Chris Mcmurtry 

Albany, OR, 97321, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
JulieJ Grey 

Sacramento, CA, 95833, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Christy Crezee Spector,  Environm 

Reno, NV, 89431, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Otis Hayesjr 

Caseyville, IL, 62232, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nicole Lebus 

Placerville, CA, 95667, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Aurora Mendoza 

Albuquerque, NM, 87105, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Patti SeiUert 

Orlando, FL, 32819, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
James Cobbs 

Danville, VA, 24540, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Vicky Kenney 

Lexington, KY, 40502, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ronald Fallis 

Winston, OR, 97496, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Reginald Skinner 

Chicago, IL, 60628, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Steve Keim 

Columbiaville, MI, 48421, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Norma Benavides 

Corpus Christi, TX, 78413, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Virginia Henry 

Spokane, WA, 99202, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Anne Ewart 

Newton, MA, 02459, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Judy Folds 

Lagrange, GA, 30240, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Phyllis Raphael 

Batavia, NY, 14020, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michael Gascon 

Preston, MD, 21655, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Andrea Fredieu 

San Bernardino, CA, 92405, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Roberta Shirer 

Carmichael, CA, 95608, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Russell Perry 

Fairborn, OH, 45324, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mark GoU 

Battle Creek, MI, 49015, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michael AUholter 

Schofield, WI, 54476, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marthan Taylor 

Anaheim, CA, 92808, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tanya Holland 

Jacksonville, FL, 32207, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Deborah Whiters 

Arvada, CO, 80003, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Benevento 

Benicia, CA, 94510, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ben Cooper 

Cincinnati, OH, 45215, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Billy Hall 

Millstone, KY, 41838, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Elizabeth Testa 

Englishtown, NJ, 07726, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sonny Pecora 

Newbury Park, CA, 91320, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bobbie Fickle 

Rainbow City, AL, 35906, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Richard Hawkins 

Sacramento, CA, 95838, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cecilia Taylor 

Monrovia, CA, 91016, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Timmie Mcmillan 

Barnwell, SC, 29812, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Christopher Foust 

RENTON, WA, 98057, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
George Lampron 

Denver, CO, 80015, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ronald Dean 

Richmond, KY, 40475, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Georgia Morrow 

Chicago, IL, 60605, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Noel Flores 

INGRAM, TX, 78025, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michael Williams 

Burley, WA, 98322, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Wanda RatliU 

Mount Vernon, IL, 62864, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ron Salyer 

Arlington, VA, 22201, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Stephanie Porciello 

Port JeUerson Station, NY, 11776, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Anthony Sosa 

Hesperia, CA, 92344, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lorain Krenecki 

Okeechobee, FL, 34974, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Paul Landrith 

Oklahoma City, OK, 73149, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Debbie Waihee 

Keaau, HI, 96749, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Barbara Bellmer 

Fremont, CA, 94536, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Toni west West 

Tunica, MS, 38676, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Henry Delcore 

Campbellsport, WI, 53010, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Luis Trejo 

Clifton, TX, 76634, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Steven Fino 

Midland, TX, 79701, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Elizabeth Davis 

Sacramento, CA, 95834, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Thomas Young 

La Porte, IN, 46350, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Shirley Beisecker 

Waynetown, IN, 47990, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Richard Hammond 

Percy, IL, 62272, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ralph Stanley 

Chattanooga, TN, 37421, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Matthew Shippey 

Swanton, OH, 43558, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
LORA McClintock 

64870, MO, 64870, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Edwin Mateo 

Hollywood, FL, 33024, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Art Bans 

San Antonio, TX, 78259, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Martha Yacks 

Metter, GA, 30439, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rochelle Schlatter 

West Covina, CA, 91792, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Chris Sterling 

Federal Way, WA, 98003, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Julia Howard 

Lees Summit, MO, 64064, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Victorie Mahlet 

Sacramento, CA, 95821, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Shawnna Evans 

Joplin, MO, 64804, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lorenzo Ugarte 

Omaha, NE, 68107, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Donald Parker 

Sarah, MS, 38665, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathy Pieper 

Williams, MN, 56686, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ernestmartin Martin 

Flint, MI, 48504, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Betty York 

Dillsboro, IN, 47018, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Thomas Glenn 

Las Vegas, NV, 89107, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michael Perez 

JeUersonville, IN, 47130, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ed Hagan 

Nowata, OK, 74048, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
JENNIFER ATACK 

WEST WARWICK, RI, 02893, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kent Thibodeaux 

Lake Arthur, LA, 70549, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Claudia Johnson 

Elk Grove, CA, 95758, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Donna Knight 

Worton, MD, 21678, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Pamela Sanson 

Saint Marys, GA, 31558, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sheila Fontenot 

Lake Charles, LA, 70615, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dwight Reed 

Viburnum, MO, 65566, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Steven Henry 

Bridge City, TX, 77611, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Judith Ness 

Poway, CA, 92064, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Janet Saunders 

Long Beach, CA, 90808, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Barbara Heineman 

Cleburne, TX, 76033, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
James' Mills 

Cowen, WV, 26206, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jeanie Turk 

Sour Lake, TX, 77659, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Karen Williams 

Harrisburg, PA, 17102, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary Ortega 

La Verne, CA, 91750, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jacqueline Ortega 

Phoenix, AZ, 85008, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rebecca White 

Abilene, TX, 79602, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Janette Biggs 

Palm Bay, FL, 32907, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Roye Reeves 

Austin, TX, 78749, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marlene Childs 

Henderson, NV, 89014, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nancy Schneider 

Pelham, AL, 35124, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
John Assenmacher 

Canton, MI, 48187, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tammy Thomas 

Brant, MI, 48614, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mildred Dunn 

Lapine, AL, 36046, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Susan Conkling 

Kahlotus, WA, 99335, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Margot Wells 

Charlotte, NC, 28213, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Wassil Rosman 

Wetumpka, AL, 36092, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cary Belinski 

Fontana, CA, 92336, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Wendy Shelley 

MINNEAPOLIS, MN, 55406, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dapreen Vinson 

New York, NY, 10029, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kelly Shannon 

New Kensington, PA, 15068, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tasha Coleman 

Lexington, KY, 40503, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Elaine Gasper 

Thomasville, NC, 27360, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
William Parker 

Redding, CA, 96002, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
James Ritchie 

New Castle, IN, 47362, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Debbie Waihee 

Keaau, HI, 96749, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Leslie Green 

Knoxville, TN, 37920, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Vivian Meletis 

Mooresville, NC, 28115, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Shirley Coley 

Ocala, FL, 34470, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marsha Batie 

Decatur, IL, 62521, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Janet Allen 

Medford, OR, 97501, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jonathan Kechula 

Barnesville, PA, 18214, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mckay Duggins 

Garden Grove, CA, 92843, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joquetta Perez 

Oklahoma City, OK, 73129, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jeremy Schuler 

Whitehall, MI, 49461, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Donna Leide 

Graham, NC, 27253, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jack Frahm 

Tucson, AZ, 85739, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Steven Crosby 

Livermore, ME, 04253, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Scott McGlashan 

San Francisco, CA, 94112, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sheila Pospisil 

Central City, IA, 52214, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Donald Ward 

Burns, OR, 97720, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Schaefer 

Anaheim, CA, 92807, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
John Dixon 

Lewisville, TX, 75067, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Beatrice Truscelli 

Eatontown, NJ, 07724, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
randolph weedman 

Satsuma, FL, 32189, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carlene Bumgarner 

Tillamook, OR, 97141, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Zeferino Calderon 

Hallsville, TX, 75650, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mike Bonilla 

Cleveland, OH, 44111, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bob Barrick 

West Bloomfield, MI, 48323, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Valerie Layne 

Charlotte, NC, 28210, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Shirley Nelson 

Thousand Palms, CA, 92276, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lea Welt 

Palo cedro, CA, 96073, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Richard Clark 

Redby, MN, 56670, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Candice Harris 

Norfolk, VA, 23504, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Andrea Keene 

Cumming, GA, 30028, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Anthony Knox 

Chicago, IL, 60620, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Latoya Byrd 

Sarasota, FL, 34235, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gary Fahlbush 

West Chester, OH, 45069, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Liz Parker 

Muskegon, MI, 49441, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dennis Hein 

Shawano, WI, 54166, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michael Gschwind 

Tyngsboro, MA, 01879, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Page 

Tucson, AZ, 85713, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marie Moody 

Batavia, IL, 60510, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tawandar Chaplin 

Philadelphia, PA, 19134, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Travis Choate 

Yakima, WA, 98908, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Antoinette Bell 

Atlantic City, NJ, 08401, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Janice Kelly 

Pearland, TX, 77581, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joe Mendez 

Hacienda Heights, CA, 91745, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Teresa Clennon 

Yucaipa, CA, 92399, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Douglas Montgomery 

Ripon, CA, 95366, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Caryn Graves 

Berkeley, CA, 94702, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tessa West 

Liberal, KS, 67901, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Christine Lindsey 

Casper, WY, 82601, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Susan Grass 

Coulee City, WA, 99115, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Deb Mazur 

Amsterdam, NY, 12010, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gregory Satterfield 

Niagara Falls, NY, 14304, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ron Depasquale 

White Plains, NY, 10601, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Antonina Scalera 

Altadena, CA, 91001, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kelly Toye 

Helena, MT, 59601, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
James Griggs 

Colt, AR, 72326, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ruth Golden 

Pine BluU, AR, 71603, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mamie Wilson 

Anderson, MO, 64831, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Richard Treakle 

La Crosse, WI, 54603, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Allen Carpenter 

Austin, TX, 78741, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Thomas Dorsey 

Ellenwood, GA, 30294, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lydia Tipton 

Visalia, CA, 93292, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Kershaw 

Kankakee, IL, 60901, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
James Reifers 

Bonney Lake, WA, 98391, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Catharine Cousins 

N. Hollywood, CA, 91606, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
John Floyd 

Baltimore, MD, 21215, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Evelyn Jordan 

Marrero, LA, 70072, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Linda Lerlo 

Bensalem, PA, 19020, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rick Wooton 

Krypton, KY, 41754, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rebecca Brewer 

Pikesville, MD, 21208, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Andrea Eitelman 

Fontana, CA, 92335, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carolyn Duran 

Bakersfield, CA, 93311, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nycole Fields 

Houston, TX, 77082, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Emanuel Johnson 

Chicago, IL, 60613, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Juanita Young 

Hawthorne, CA, 90250, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cheryl Peterson 

Raymore, MO, 64083, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rose Phillips 

Antioch, TN, 37013, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Diane Peterson 

Milan, IL, 61264, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Yvonne Coleman 

Marion, SC, 29571, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Wyatt Ware 

Stone Mountain, GA, 30083, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Thelma Depelma 

Dayton, OH, 45405, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
William Gipta 

Lansing, IL, 60438, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Deborah McClelland 

DeLeon Springs, FL, 32130, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Anita Mayer 

Henrico, VA, 23238, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Brendan Mccauley 

Saginaw, TX, 76131, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jacquie Dubois 

Aberdeen, WA, 98520, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
milessa hammon 

Belton, TX, 76513, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
clarence butler 

Vallejo, CA, 94590, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
George Overman 

Casper, WY, 82604, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gayle Hanson 

Hopkins, MN, 55343, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kim Brown 

Galesburg, MI, 49053, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Pierre Stpierre 

Post Falls, ID, 83854, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Samona Brown 

Lake Charles, LA, 70615, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
D Clarke Skelton 

Birmingham, AL, 35226, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Buchanan 

Bossier City, LA, 71112, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marvell Martin 

Tucson, AZ, 85730, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marilyn Lilly 

Ocala, FL, 34482, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lori Cocking 

Waverly, MN, 55331, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Alice Hughes 

Lake City, FL, 32055, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tina Comeaux 

Donaldsonville, LA, 70346, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Suezette Monte 

Frankfort, WV, 24938, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Laura Ricks 

Bartlesville, OK, 74003, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Penny Hopkins 

Piedmont, OK, 73078, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Allen Markelson 

Lake Worth, FL, 33462, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Christian Christensen 

Avon Park, FL, 33825, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Doreen Henningsen 

Humboldt, IA, 50548, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
William Joseph 

Lake Worth, FL, 33463, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Harry Corsover 

Highlands Ranch, CO, 80129-3039, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dana Broadbent 

Warner Springs, CA, 92086, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dung Nguyen 

Westminster, CA, 92683, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mike Stermel 

Philadelphia, PA, 19148, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Douglas DeMers 

Walla Walla, WA, 99362, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bruce Marquardt 

Chino Valley, AZ, 86323, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bobbi Rowe 

Fulton, KY, 42041, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
David Bryan 

Lewes, DE, 19958, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Janice Vanwyhe 

Grand Rapids, MI, 49507, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Catherine Polston 

Potts Camp, MS, 38659, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lisa Gabriel 

Tuscarawas, OH, 44682, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Detra White 

Rockford, IL, 61103, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Deloris Joyner 

Greenville, NC, 27834, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Patti Woodin 

Milwaukee, WI, 53221, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ralph Patterson 

Frontenac, KS, 66763, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Eriel Keener 

Salt Lake City, UT, 84111, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Brenda Menning 

Powers, OR, 97466, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Vickie Bneumeier 

Celina, OH, 45822, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jodi Lee 

Lakeside, CA, 92040, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Angelia Sorenson 

Tallahassee, FL, 32310, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Brenda Cournoyer 

Tucson, AZ, 85711, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
George Kerr 

San Pedro, CA, 90731, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cynthia Flores 

Tahoe Vista, CA, 96148, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Charles Emery 

Great Falls, MT, 59403, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tori Sabins 

Bulls Gap, TN, 37711, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cindy Reardon 

Parkton, NC, 28371, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Yaritza Rosario 

Emeryville, CA, 94608, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Thomas Gramins 

Deerfield, IL, 60015-3115, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joyce Pippin 

Phoenix, AZ, 85085, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tammi Lindberg 

Fresno, CA, 93705, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Sarabia 

Brownwood, TX, 76801, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sandra Berthot 

Meridian, ID, 83642, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Karen Nielsen 

Waseca, MN, 56093, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bernard Lewandowski 

Vail, AZ, 85641, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Christopher Jackson 

Grayson, KY, 41143, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Paul Kirsch 

STEVENS POINT, WI, 54481, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Laurie Pulvers 

Los Angeles, CA, 90046, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ruth Tanielu 

Hoolehua, HI, 96729, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kevin Blackmon 

Pensacola, FL, 32504, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Pablo Ruiz 

National City, CA, 91950, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Zoe Frazier 

San Mateo, CA, 94403, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Christine Stephens 

Fountain Hills, AZ, 85268, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marilyn Junck 

Reno, NV, 89506, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Susan Michels 

Niles, IL, 60714, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sharon Oliveira 

Westport, MA, 02790, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Shaun Scharer 

Lakewood, WA, 98499, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dorothy Burger 

Birmingham, AL, 35209, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jean M Smith 

Cleveland Heights, OH, 44118, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Perry Reese 

Dayton, OH, 45416, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary Decinti 

Wilkes Barre, PA, 18702, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Alberta Glenn 

Springfield, MO, 65802, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kaela Weber 

Bridgeport, TX, 76426, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jane Rivas 

Las Animas, CO, 81054, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bonnie Richardson 

Wildomar, CA, 92595, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Barbara Reed 

Madisonville, TN, 37354, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Karen Hoskins 

Urbana, IL, 61802, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Karen Higuchi 

Kaneohe, HI, 96744, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ken Green 

Hazelwood, MO, 63042, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Diane Baldwin 

Ridge Manor, FL, 33523, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sandra Nelson 

Kenosha, WI, 53140, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Theresa Salazar-Bredin 

Lake Elsinore, CA, 92530, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary ann Sanders 

Tunnelton, WV, 26444, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Steve Sampson 

Saint Joseph, MO, 64503, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Linda. Mulvihill 

Redlands, CA, 92374, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sylviat Edmonds 

Fort Worth, TX, 76116, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rozell Fountain 

Kailua, HI, 96734, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rick Oftel 

Bayfield, WI, 54814, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Harvey Johnson 

Maidsville, WV, 26541, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Buzz Carlisle 

North Bend, OR, 97459, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tom King 

Clinton, IN, 47842, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dwayne Behan 

Deweyville, TX, 77614, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Clark Clark 

Zachary, LA, 70791, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
William Greer 

Bogue Chitto, MS, 39629, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Yuri Kim 

Closter, NJ, 07624, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michielle Looser 

Longmont, CO, 80503, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Angel Delgado 

Jacksonville, NC, 28546, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gloria Castro 

Corpus Christi, TX, 78404, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carolyn Voelker 

Denver, CO, 80231, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ron Killman 

Medford, OK, 73759, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ramona Hopkins 

Aurora, NC, 27806, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
David Gamble 

Prairie Grove, AR, 72753, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jerry Mixco 

Anderson, SC, 29621, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nancy Quitana 

Pico Rivera, CA, 90660, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Igor Tandetnik 

Forest Hills, NY, 11375, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
John Chainyk 

Pahrump, NV, 89060, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Susann Engel 

Clinton, CT, 06413, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mack Bennett 

Franklin, KY, 42134, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Liz Butcher 

Kennewick, WA, 99336, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ahmed Ali 

Kent, WA, 98032, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Roderick Pendleton 

Wichita Falls, TX, 76301, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Randall Allington 

Buhl, ID, 83316, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathie Kile 

Murphy, NC, 28906, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cecile Ervin 

Walla Walla, WA, 99362, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gladys Ramirez 

Homestead, FL, 33035, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Karen Meggs 

Cleveland, OH, 44104, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
B. Luna 

Providence, RI, 02904, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Colleen Jamison 

Grants Pass, OR, 97527, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
John Miller 

Irvine, CA, 92618, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Amanda Mayle 

Gilbert, AZ, 85234, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Garrett Cambridge 

Tucson, AZ, 85757, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
penny hinkle 

Lansing, MI, 48917, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tonya Cochran 

Perry, FL, 32347, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Steven Rosenbaum 

Livingston, NJ, 07039, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Salvatore Caputa 

Beverly Hills, CA, 90210, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rhonda Wasden 

New Orleans, LA, 70127, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ruby Alston 

Austell, GA, 30168, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bobby Mccoy 

San Antonio, TX, 78239, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathleen Nakata 

Downingtown, PA, 19335, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Stewart Wilson 

Kooskia, ID, 83539, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bonnie Nathanson 

Denver, CO, 80211, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Laura Correa 

Los Angeles, CA, 90013, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michelle Witcher 

Bakersfield, CA, 93308, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Karen McCollister 

Panama City, FL, 32404, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Christopher Meisner 

Sumner, WA, 98390, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Zina Kulbacki 

Mesquite, TX, 75181, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Karen Stumper 

Roseburg, OR, 97470, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dave Martin 

Reno, NV, 89512, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tom Kilminster 

Tonawanda, NY, 14150, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Richard Goddard 

Columbia, SC, 29203, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dolores Shell 

Cherokee, NC, 28719, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Lewis 

Pinson, AL, 35126, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathleen Terrault 

Highlands, TX, 77562, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Anna Rios 

Lamesa, TX, 79331, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Aart Veldhuizen 

Viroqua, WI, 54665, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ronnie Richards 

Belleville, MI, 48111, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Judy Suda 

East Grand Forks, MN, 56721, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jaxon Geurts 

Ogden, UT, 84414, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dean Kremin 

Riverview, MI, 48193, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Prof. Denise J. Tartaglia 

New York, NY, 10014, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carolyn Ellett 

Pomona, IL, 62975, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
M Dsvidson 

Bedford hills, NY, 10507, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kenneth Conn 

Jacksonville, FL, 32220, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tatyana Meydbrayer 

Reisterstown, MD, 21136, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Janet Cordova 

West Jordan, UT, 84084, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Yvonne Howell 

Dunbar, WV, 25064, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Charles Wright 

Salt Lake City, UT, 84115, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Anthony Mitchell 

Carmichael, CA, 95608, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary Bradby 

Chester, VA, 23831, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Aundrea Martinez 

Roseville, CA, 95678, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
jacqueline messina 

East Northport, NY, 11731, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robin Moore 

Omaha, NE, 68107, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Alofatunoa Tuiloma 

Topeka, KS, 66611, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Patricia Norristurner 

Double Springs, AL, 35553, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Teresa HuU 

Portsmouth, OH, 45662, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
David Moorhead 

Plymouth, NH, 03264, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Yvonne Ern 

Racine, WI, 53402, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Fernando Betancourt 

Madera, CA, 93637, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tim Tevebaugh 

Craigmont, ID, 83523, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Pamela Parks 

Holly Grove, AR, 72069, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tracy Baker 

Daytona Beach, FL, 32117, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
John Ralls 

Phoenix, AZ, 85037, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kou Lor 

Saint Paul, MN, 55106, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
James Mapes 

Lompoc, CA, 93436, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Valerie Teske 

Chilton, WI, 53014, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Austral Francois 

Mount Olive, NC, 28365, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
D Andre Echols 

Memphis, TN, 38125, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sidney Minton 

Memphis, TN, 38135, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
S Johnson 

Undisclosed, CA, 93015, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Greg Cirigliano 

Rixford, PA, 16745, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Melanie ahlborn Ahlborn 

Milwaukee, WI, 53207, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Alice Hodges 

Milwaukee, WI, 53225, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jesse Hage 

Denver, CO, 80214, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Donna Banks 

Las Vegas, NV, 89110, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathleen Shull 

Lorain, OH, 44052, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cindy Smith 

Muskogee, OK, 74401, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dona Miller 

Billings, MT, 59102, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Donna Graham 

Chino, CA, 91710, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nicholas Fue 

Trenton, NJ, 08690, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gregory Dennis 

Chicago, IL, 60690, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cynthia Anthony 

Chicago, IL, 60619, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Danny Ayers 

Mesa, AZ, 85206, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
dianna hunter 

Alvin, TX, 77511, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gayle Williams 

Floral City, FL, 34436, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lisa Simmons 

Darby, PA, 19023, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lorie Abernathy 

Fort Bragg, CA, 95437, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Pearl Brown 

Atlanta, GA, 30329, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jason Penarelli 

Hercules, CA, 94547, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michael Camacho 

Burbank, CA, 91506, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
jessica dibb 

owings mills, MD, 21117, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Naomi Flynn 

Imperial Beach, CA, 91932, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Valerie Smith 

Rothbury, MI, 49452, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Elaine Thomas 

Disputanta, VA, 23842, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kristin Parsley 

Sutherlin, OR, 97479, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
David Calhoun 

Kingwood, WV, 26537, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
John Riosjr 

McAllen, TX, 78503, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Imajoy Hamett 

Sanger, CA, 93657, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michael Albertson 

Dahlonega, GA, 30533, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Janice Peterson 

Gallup, NM, 87305, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Melissa Dilts 

Bismarck, ND, 58501, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Karen Landrum 

Coldspring, TX, 77331, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carole Sinsko 

Antelope, CA, 95843, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Richard Zook 

Grandview, WA, 98930, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tim Joyce 

Bassett, VA, 24055, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Patricia Seldon 

Red Banks, MS, 38661, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Martin Voskuilen 

MYRTLE BEACH, SC, 29577, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marilyn Wood 

Friendswood, TX, 77546, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sandra Santiago 

Liberty, NY, 12754, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sandra Williams 

Jackson, TN, 38301, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Darren Blichard 

Aberdeen, MD, 21001, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jennifer Fiddlerritter 

Austin, TX, 78752, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sharon Dean 

Birmingham, AL, 35221, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
kathryn encinas 

Ramona, CA, 92065, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Killeen Pilon 

Santa Monica, CA, 90405, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sherri Kenney 

Melbourne, FL, 32940, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Armatha Daniels 

Perry, FL, 32347, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary Pasley 

Judsonia, AR, 72081, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mariannr Krall 

Spokane, WA, 99208, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Santos Ortega 

Phoenix, AZ, 85037, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
christopher lee 

Yuma, AZ, 85364, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
William Langnese 

Manitowoc, WI, 54220, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Theresa Courtney 

Denham Springs, LA, 70726, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Johnita Carlisle 

Glendale, AZ, 85303, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary Ellsworth 

Pine, AZ, 85544, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Melissa Gustafson 

Albuquerque, NM, 87112, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Felicia Spira 

Longwood, FL, 32779, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Fernando Melian 

Salem, MA, 01970, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
CHARLOTTE PROZAN 

San Francisco, CA, 94115, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ezra Copeland 

Tom Bean, TX, 75489, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jerimyer Carson 

Johns Island, SC, 29455, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Vakail Turner 

Dallas, TX, 75240, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Steven Wells 

Seattle, WA, 98117, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cheri Purdy 

Gainesville, FL, 32641, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dawayne Reed 

Clovis, CA, 93612, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Beverly Parisi 

Rockville, MD, 20852, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kreg Scott 

Salado, TX, 76571, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lisa Study 

Richmond, IN, 47374, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rosemarie Ellis 

Decherd, TN, 37324-2500, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kelly Brewer 

Phoenix, AZ, 85042, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Doug Milner 

Williford, AR, 72482, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lindsy Olheiser 

Dickinson, ND, 58601, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sean Mattison 

Lebanon, OR, 97355, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Beverly M. Kirk 

KING CITY, Oregon, OR, 97224, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bernice Chambers 

Stollings, WV, 25646, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Iggy Djerkovic 

Twin Falls, ID, 83301, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sidney Moore 

Chicago, IL, 60628, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Thomas Burgess 

Dawson, IL, 62520, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Roger Cuevas 

Burbank, CA, 91501, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dallas Brown 

Henderson, NC, 27537, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathryn Springer 

Panama City Beach, FL, 32413, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Juanita Arredondo 

Bakersfield, CA, 93305, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jerome Hudson 

Cleveland, OH, 44125, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bert Vandiver 

Greenville, TX, 75402, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ashley Rivera 

Indianapolis, IN, 46229, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joseph Cani 

Orchard Park, NY, 14127, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathleen Rangel 

Vista, CA, 92083, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Christine Boone 

Georgetown, TX, 78626, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
diluvina allard 

Brockton, MA, 02301, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Liz Anderson 

East Bernard, TX, 77435, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Al Inoue 

Hilo, HI, 96720, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sandra Dreyfus 

Waterford, CT, 06385, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
April Carr 

Salem, OR, 97301, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lyn Shawver 

Sterling, IL, 61081-0125, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kenneth Morton 

Owosso, MI, 48867, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Terry Dill 

Pell City, AL, 35125, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Anna Xydeas 

Newton Centre, MA, 02459, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Margaret Wagner 

Highlands Ranch, CO, 80129, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robyn Musumeci 

Humble, TX, 77346, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Donald Whitaker 

Idaho Falls, ID, 83401, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lorraine Benjamin 

New York, NY, 10029, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Andrew Morehouse 

Salem, OR, 97302, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Christie Stevens 

Marysville, CA, 95901, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tina Benefield 

Tallahassee, FL, 32304, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Devren Breaux 

San Jose, CA, 95132, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Char Ehrler 

Elkland, PA, 16920, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
John Flowers 

Collins, MS, 39428, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tom McClelland 

Bronx, NY, 10467, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bob Bucher 

Killen, AL, 35645, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dennis Bybee 

Oakley, CA, 94561, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ralph Hill 

Bells, TX, 75414, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Douglas Watson 

Belton, SC, 29627, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Melanie Pearsonmoore 

Alton, IL, 62002, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dwight Deason 

Urbandale, IA, 50322, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jonathan Hubbard 

HOUSTON, TX, 77070, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Maria Ereviabruehwiler 

Heber Springs, AR, 72543, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carla Welch 

Duncan, OK, 73533, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Wilfredo Dejesus 

Yakima, WA, 98901, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Darrell Ruben 

Roanoke, VA, 24012, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Santos Martinez 

Shafter, CA, 93263, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carole Brazda 

Poulsbo, WA, 98370, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Karen Vlasak 

Dallas, OR, 97338, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Deborah Ysaguirre 

Lancaster, CA, 93525, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Greg Grady 

Fairfax, CA, 94930, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mark Andreasen 

Rupert, ID, 83350, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Megan Mccully 

Sand Springs, OK, 74063, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Evelyn Roberts 

Montgomery, AL, 36108, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Antonio Diaz 

San Diego, CA, 92109, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marilin Orozco 

Santa Rosa, CA, 95401, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Patricia Martin 

Liberty Lake, WA, 99019, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lillie Fredette 

Deland, FL, 32724, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lauren Schroeder 

Port Saint Lucie, FL, 34983, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Debbie Kelly 

Aitkin, MN, 56431, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dorothy Torelli 

Portland, OR, 97223, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Connie Crowder 

Mililani, HI, 96789, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Renee Kocherhans 

Lehi, UT, 84043, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dorothy Mccallister 

Graceville, FL, 32440, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Debbie Gonzales 

San Bernardino, CA, 92407, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Shelia Garner 

Myrtle, MS, 38650, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marie Landri 

Laguna Woods, CA, 92637, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Maryann Krommenhoek 

South Sioux City, NE, 68776, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rayshelle White 

Victorville, CA, 92394, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary Pierce 

Summertown, TN, 38483, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lourdes Hernandezperez 

Saint Petersburg, FL, 33710, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Shon M 

Wendell, NC, 27591, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Matthew Holtz 

Jamestown, NY, 14701, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joslynne Davidson 

Winlock, WA, 98596, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Scarlett Layton 

Northglenn, CO, 80234, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Linda Cooper 

San Francisco, CA, 94110, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Norma Howard 

Reading, MI, 49274, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Angela Gaddis 

Pearland, TX, 77581, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michael Clay 

Bonham, TX, 75418, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Judith Walls 

Edmonds, WA, 98020, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
MaryAnn Boone 

Glennville, GA, 30427, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lisa Sons 

Richmond, KY, 40475, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Juan Moreno 

Bakersfield, CA, 93305, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
reginald Bailey 

houston, TX, 77078, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Regina Boycan 

Los Angeles, CA, 90018, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joi Costantino 

Manhattan, MT, 59741, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gaetano Amico 

Salem, OR, 97302, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Anthony Scruggs 

Cowpens, SC, 29330, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Wayland Rhoades 

Mabank, TX, 75147, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jose Ibarra 

Hayward, CA, 94541, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ashonta Brumfield 

Stone Mountain, GA, 30083, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bradley Lewis 

Danville, PA, 17821, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Christine Perez 

Lynwood, CA, 90262, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Shelby Giles 

Englewood, FL, 34223, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bethena Middleton 

Williston, SC, 29853, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Patricia Foster 

Nashville, TN, 37216, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sam Whitfield 

Seneca, SC, 29672, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Janis Garcia 

Visalia, CA, 93291, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Stephanie Friedman 

Tarzana, CA, 91356, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Karen Lamb 

Brandy Station, VA, 22714, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michael JolliU 

Grenada, MS, 38902, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
James Randall 

Berlin, MD, 21811, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Russel Jones 

Peoria, AZ, 85345, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Elaina Salomon 

San Bernardino, CA, 92407, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bryon Caudle 

Reno, NV, 89512, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Leslie Cummings 

Florence, AL, 35630-3629, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
James Rburgess 

Bakersfield, CA, 93308, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kimberly Benning 

Hyattsville, MD, 20781, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cynthia Huggins 

Pensacola, FL, 32505, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Donna Gilbert 

Centennial, CO, 80112, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dior Casty 

San Marcos, CA, 92078, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Annie Mallett 

Tyler, TX, 75702, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Steena Girling 

Green Bay, WI, 54303, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Paula Burgess 

Fanning Springs, FL, 32693, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Magda Hodgers 

Chula Vista, CA, 91915, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Alvin Lemon 

Las Vegas, NV, 89102, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
JeU Gould 

Cottonwood, AZ, 86326, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Andrew Eugenio 

Los Angeles, CA, 90042, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gwendolyn Scott 

Los Angeles, CA, 90018, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
James Bowie 

Hadley, NY, 12835, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dixie Cegelnik 

Selma, OR, 97538, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jonathan Hopkins 

Escondido, CA, 92025, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Susan Macrobbie 

Olivehurst, CA, 95961, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Chris Jensen 

Hillsborough, NJ, 08844, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bobbie White 

Highland Park, MI, 48203, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Charles Ferguson 

East Millinocket, ME, 04430, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert McFadden 

Brockton, MA, 02301, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Paulgonave Tirogene 

Evansville, IN, 47715, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Judith Farnsworth 

Concord, NH, 03301, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marthasmith Smith 

Kalaheo, HI, 96741, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kelly Sperber 

Los Angeles, CA, 90077, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
CliUord Sanderson 

Gresham, OR, 97030, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Terrence Toliver 

Lakeland, FL, 33803, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Daniel Goolsby 

Lubbock, TX, 79423, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Eric Nomafo 

Paterson, NJ, 07501, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joe Morings 

Fayetteville, NC, 28311, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Karen Vanderbeke 

Sparks, NV, 89431, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Esmeralda Martinez 

Warrenville, SC, 29851, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gay Hoevers 

Aurora, CO, 80010, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary Bright 

Dundee, MS, 38626, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joseph Lelievre 

Cadillac, MI, 49601, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary Lee 

Marquette, NE, 68854, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
charles mcmarrow 

McAllen, TX, 78504, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Chris Contreras 

Fresno, CA, 93726, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Wendy Weir 

Cottage Grove, OR, 97424, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jason Frsnke 

Baltimore, MD, 21223, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kaewta Lesech 

Juneau, AK, 99801, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Casty Louisa 

San Marcos, CA, 92078, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Anna Pacatang 

Kailua Kona, HI, 96740, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lindsey Newquist 

Bealeton, VA, 22712, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Arlene Rost 

Anchorage, AK, 99503, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rebecca Mayo 

Jackson, MI, 49201, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jeremy Bupp 

Spring Branch, TX, 78070, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gilbert Moreno 

West Covina, CA, 91792, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Aileen Bishop 

Prescott Valley, AZ, 86314, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
tammy mcgurk 

Saegertown, PA, 16433, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Charmaine Washington 

Stockton, CA, 95210, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Luiz Molly 

Los Angeles, CA, 90011, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Annette Begay 

Richfield, UT, 84701, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tia Hodde 

Spokane, WA, 99202, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
donna halliwell 

Tehachapi, CA, 93561, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Baker 

Gainesville, GA, 30506, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Donna Hitt 

Oak Ridge, MO, 63769, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Shelia Jones 

Kansas City, MO, 64133, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tracy Seymour 

Minneapolis, MN, 55430, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
John Raimo 

Las Vegas, NV, 89104, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
David Salm 

Victoria, TX, 77901, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Darrell Hayes 

Jamestown, TN, 38556, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
David Capehart 

Marion, NC, 28752, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Armand Duteau 

Lewiston, ME, 04240, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
roger sheets 

Blythe, CA, 92225, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mickeyjean Ford 

Thermopolis, WY, 82443, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Stuart Sheets 

Lucerne Valley, CA, 92356, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Aimee Santa monica 

Seattle, WA, 98108, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sylvia Morin 

Kalamazoo, MI, 49001, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Timothy Mcclain 

Kalispell, MT, 59901, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Barbara Uniatowski 

Monroeville, PA, 15146, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
David Greenberg 

Cave Junction, OR, 97523, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michael Yearwood 

Liberty, SC, 29657, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gilbert Bolanossr 

Simi Valley, CA, 93063, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Martha Mccall 

Pawleys Island, SC, 29585, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mitzi Moran 

Sterling, VA, 20165, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sandra Mccain 

Beaumont, TX, 77703, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
edna rambo 

Libertyville, IA, 52567, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kim Long 

Jackson, MI, 49203, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gary Mcdaniel 

Houston, TX, 77031, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Salvatore Ierano 

Philadelphia, PA, 19127, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Slate Alligood 

Lexington, SC, 29073, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marla Oliver 

Nacogdoches, TX, 75961, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
June Turner 

Wildomar, CA, 92595, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Maryl Bruner 

Hampton, VA, 23669, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tom Hanf 

Kansas City, MO, 64119, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Linda Jarrell 

Abita Springs, LA, 70420, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Phillip Brown 

Fairfield, IL, 62837, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Antonio Delarosa 

San Antonio, TX, 78226, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ella Douglas 

Deridder, LA, 70634, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jacqueline Saville wirth 

Tillamook, OR, 97141, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gloria Benton 

Deltona, FL, 32725, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Karenkay Wise 

Tacoma, WA, 98466, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
James Ferrell 

Bear, DE, 19701, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Danny Allison 

Hot Springs National Park, AR, 71901, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ruth Perdue 

Logansport, LA, 71049, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jacqueline Hoaglen 

Hayfork, CA, 96041, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Montez Wolfe 

Datil, NM, 87821, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joan Bomhard 

Graham, NC, 27253, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Benjamin Richie 

Las Vegas, NV, 89122, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Chris Encarnacion 

Chatham, VA, 24531, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Reynaldo Mendoza 

Las Vegas, NV, 89183, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Darla Emerine 

Medford, OR, 97501, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Alfredo Ayala 

Dallas, TX, 75208, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary K Maloney Johnson 

Ormond Beach, FL, 32176, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Diana Smith 

Merced, CA, 95340, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lisa Holland 

Byhalia, MS, 38611, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Caroline Walker 

Boynton Beach, FL, 33436, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary Mitchell 

Des Moines, IA, 50313, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Myisha Harrington 

Adelanto, CA, 92301, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
La’ McPhee 

Miami, FL, 33015, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Debra Wilkins 

Honolulu, HI, 96814, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Catherene Spears 

Winnsboro, TX, 75494, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Luz Paiz 

Pico Rivera, CA, 90660, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cindy Campbell 

Layton, UT, 84041, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Saundra DuUin 

Gaithersburg, MD, 20879, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Natasha Reed 

Davis City, IA, 50065, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Conrad Reyes 

Mililani, HI, 96789, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ricardo Castro 

Billings, MT, 59101, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dennis j Des plaines 

Oakham, MA, 01068, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Christina Bailey 

Smyrna, GA, 30080, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Walter Ramsey 

El Dorado, KS, 67042, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Beatrice, Dunford 

Pueblo, CO, 81005, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Harvey Collett 

Oklahoma City, OK, 73115, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Danette Wile 

Chambersburg, PA, 17202, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lois Wheeler 

Sparta, MI, 49345, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nate Beavir 

Binghamton, NY, 13905, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Philip Maestas 

Albuquerque, NM, 87121, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Steve Williams 

Boston, MA, 02128, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tara Cox 

Tulsa, OK, 74133, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Branden Puetz 

Kemah, TX, 77565, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jeannine Johnson 

Sacramento, CA, 95838, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Vanover 

Hephzibah, GA, 30815, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gloria Howery 

Lexington, KY, 40504, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Linda Hayden 

Montross, VA, 22520, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ann Eallonardo 

Tully, NY, 13159, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kim Harris 

Philadelphia, PA, 19121, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gloria Mendoza 

Hereford, TX, 79045, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Margie Abdullah 

Providence, RI, 02904, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Vicki Clifton 

Tracy, CA, 95376, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Isac Aguado 

Casa Grande, AZ, 85122, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Harry Zubow 

Los Banos, CA, 93635, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
James Salazar 

Pueblo, CO, 81004, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
james marchant 

Brainerd, MN, 56401, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Harry Parks 

Orange, CA, 92868, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Stacy Hastings 

Southfield, MI, 48076, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Brenda Krause 

Corpus Christi, TX, 78418, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Charlotte Chadwell 

London, KY, 40741, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Grace Hannu 

Lyman, SC, 29365, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Barbara Lewis 

West Covina, CA, 91792, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gregg Grippo 

Norwich, CT, 06360, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Vincent Vielandi 

Phoenix, AZ, 85021, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
donna shine 

LOS ANGELES, CA, 90060, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Betty Daniel 

Washington, DC, 20020, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bobby Fox 

Jay, OK, 74346, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
JeUrey Eads 

Sumrall, MS, 39482, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Larry Henson 

Houston, TX, 77051, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jeri Roberts 

Monroe, GA, 30656, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Terri Robertson 

Oakland, CA, 94605, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rebecca Ljungvall 

Las Cruces, NM, 88005, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cindi Jones 

Bellingham, WA, 98229, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Annette Hunsinger 

Tucson, AZ, 85757, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
April Hurt 

Mentone, IN, 46539, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
James Pippin 

Barnesville, GA, 30204, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bernice Bragg 

Weaver, AL, 36277, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Vesta Brue 

Sacramento, CA, 95831, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Richard Seeman 

Roosevelt, AZ, 85545, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Terri Rader 

JeUerson City, MO, 65109, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
nancy cimino 

Akron, OH, 44313, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Arnold Sturgeon 

Marion, OH, 43302, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Susan Wilson 

Eugene, OR, 97402, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nance Swantek 

PAHOA, HI, 96778, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Miranda Walker 

Brooklyn, NY, 11206, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tamilla Donatello 

LOS ANGELES, CA, 90059, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
dana hamilton 

LOS ANGELES, CA, 90059, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sotero Tiburcio 

Bremerton, WA, 98311, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nicole Dobbs 

Ledbetter, KY, 42058, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tom Calvin 

LOS ANGELES, CA, 90026, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kim Brown 

Orleans, IN, 47452, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Arthur Lavallie 

Uncasville, CT, 06382, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Colleen Slofkiss 

Brooklyn, NY, 11235, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cynthia Trull 

Murphy, NC, 28906, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Christopher Carrera 

Gresham, OR, 97080, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marcelo Rubio 

Orland, CA, 95963, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Elden Baxter 

Doniphan, MO, 63935, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Charlie Carter 

Pollock, LA, 71371, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dexter Patterson 

Urbana, IL, 61801, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Leonard Minami 

Honolulu, HI, 96825, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Peggy Smith 

Salem, VA, 24153, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rebecca Mays 

Bastrop, TX, 78602, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Angela Alridge 

Houston, TX, 77033, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Charles Brown 

Hoolehua, HI, 96729, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Lubin 

Sahuarita, AZ, 85629-8225, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rose Wolfe 

Marysville, PA, 17053, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michael Almond 

Dewey, AZ, 86327, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lecia Greer 

Corsicana, TX, 75110, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Clark Halbert 

San Francisco, CA, 94103, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Douglas Bullock 

Mount Vernon, KY, 40456, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Wayne Spurgeon 

Rockledge, FL, 32955, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Brandy Cox 

Pensacola, FL, 32505, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cynthia Lopez 

Ontario, CA, 91761, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jessie Wells 

Corinth, MS, 38834, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joann Doyle 

Providence, KY, 42450, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
PatriciaAnn Truax 

Liberty, NC, 27298, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Debra Maguire 

O Fallon, IL, 62269, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Blaine Anderson 

Anchorage, AK, 99517, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
MIKE PETRICK 

Dixon, CA, 95620, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Debra Jennings 

Morrison, TN, 37357, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gerard Walden 

st francis, WI, 53235, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Holly Johnson 

Paris, AR, 72855, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Janice McIntyre 

Tacoma, WA, 98445, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ronald Alstp 

District Heights, MD, 20747, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Johni Ball 

Denham Springs, LA, 70726, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Gerathy 

Lakewood, NJ, 08701, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Judith Burton 

Yorktown, VA, 23692, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
elizabeth katterhenry 

sandiego, CA, 92128, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michael Alexie 

Tuluksak, AK, 99679, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Scott Porter 

Spokane, WA, 99223, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michael Smith 

Wellsville, OH, 43968, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Phyllis Faulk 

Courtland, VA, 23837, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michael Huber 

Napoleon, OH, 43545, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Katherine Dotson 

Glendale Heights, IL, 60139, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robertbutler Butler 

Brooklyn, NY, 11208, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
brenda vanbibber 

Nelsonville, OH, 45764, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
dennis dreiling 

Denver, CO, 80229, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Pat Kelley 

Nice, CA, 95464, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Patrick Shoemaker 

Independence, MO, 64055, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rita Brown 

Auburn, IN, 46706, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Lyons 

Philadelphia, PA, 19104, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Amy Howard 

Lakeland, FL, 33805, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sunny Dee 

Hampton, VA, 23666, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jessica Ryerson 

Carmel, ME, 04419, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ray Haldane 

Marysville, WA, 98270, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
James Hunt 

Henryetta, OK, 74437, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kristy Akin 

Hot Springs National Park, AR, 71913, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Victor Strawn 

Forestville, CA, 95436, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cindi Kynnersley 

Kankakee, IL, 60901, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
JeUery Parkman 

Blackfoot, ID, 83221, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Perry 

Mesa, AZ, 85202, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Linda Logan 

Baltimore, MD, 21217, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Clayton Duncan 

Nice, CA, 95464, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Christina Terry 

Columbus, OH, 43223, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
JeUery Hock 

Laveen, AZ, 85339, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gwendolyn Dobbs 

Atlanta, GA, 30314, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lori Singbeil 

Milwaukee, WI, 53208, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lucille Ironsmith 

Shreveport, LA, 71108, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Renee Sprouse 

Dillwyn, VA, 23936, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Hope Stewart 

Anoka, MN, 55303, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
William Michal 

Shelby, NC, 28152, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Vincent Cruz 

Pueblo, CO, 81001, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kelly Lewis 

Grand Junction, CO, 81502, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dennis Lautner 

Traverse City, MI, 49696, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Darrell Rose 

Fullerton, CA, 92833, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kimberly Mcclaran 

Leon, IA, 50144, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lloyd Alakayak 

Anchorage, AK, 99504, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dushon Caldwell 

Chicago, IL, 60610, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
John Walton 

Honey Brook, PA, 19344, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Naomi GaU 

Milford, IN, 46542, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nicole Fowler 

Kent, WA, 98030, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Russell SwaUord 

Burlington, IA, 52601, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Susan Williams 

Melbourne, FL, 32934, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Maurice Bell 

El Dorado, AR, 71730, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gerald Kortman 

Madison, AL, 35757, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carol Manthei 

Lubbock, TX, 79414, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rhonda Risner 

Collinwood, TN, 38450, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jane Simpson 

Prague, MD, 20815, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Casey Cloyd 

Garden City, ID, 83714, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tom Harless 

Claremont, NC, 28610, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lawrence Stalter 

Longview, WA, 98632, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Deborah Scott 

Cleveland, OH, 44120, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Amy Riggle 

Port orange, FL, 32127, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rayburn Gregory 

Wellsville, KS, 66092, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kurt Ballenger 

Salt Lake City, UT, 84104, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Amy Bell 

Vancleave, MS, 39565, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
James Lowman 

Robstown, TX, 78380, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Alice Jones 

Detroit, MI, 48219, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dia Dudley 

Litchfield, IL, 62056, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Stephan Wells 

Pennville, IN, 47369, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kenneth Cox 

Holladay, TN, 38341, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Steven Wagner 

Hollywood, FL, 33020, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Candace Burlingame 

GLENDALE, RI, 02826, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lonnie Bailey 

Wilmington, NC, 28409, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rachel Potter 

Virginia Beach, VA, 23452, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Alesandra Quinlin 

Boise, ID, 83709, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Geneva Contreras 

Hemet, CA, 92545, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Patricia Goodwin 

Berwick, ME, 03901, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kallie Hershberger 

El Mirage, AZ, 85335, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Chuck Miller 

Klamath Falls, OR, 97603, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rito Prieto 

Las Cruces, NM, 88005, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sharon A Reese 

Williamstown, NJ, 08094-3234, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Brandon Moss 

Saulsbury, TN, 38067, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carmen Phillips 

Middle River, MD, 21220, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Timothy Loop 

Greenville, PA, 16125, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rayetta Thele 

Crows Landing, CA, 95313, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dean Erhardt 

Lake Isabella, CA, 93240, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Phil Hembury 

Schenectady, NY, 12304, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Steve Mayer 

Palm Bay, FL, 32907, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gordon Falor 

Cadillac, MI, 49601, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Matt Maris 

Portland, OR, 97220, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bonnie Flanagan 

Thomaston, CT, 06787, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Walsh 

Tucson, AZ, 85705, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Maryruth Wright 

Dalton, GA, 30721, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Shirley Collins 

Bowie, MD, 20715, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Barry Scruggs 

Gretna, VA, 24557, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Eva Galecki 

Okmulgee, OK, 74447, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marcus Mims 

East Dublin, GA, 31027, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tyler Rynes 

NAPERVILLE, IL, 60565, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Charles Waller 

Houston, TX, 77089, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
William Dubose 

Alexander City, AL, 35010, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Anna Shchukina 

Brooklyn, NY, 11214, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rita Armstead 

Lumberton, NC, 28358, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Derrick Grant 

Anniston, AL, 36201, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Karen Escher 

Kalona, IA, 52247, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ann Milam 

Morton, WA, 98356, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dora Staples 

Yuma, AZ, 85364, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Missty George 

Abilene, TX, 79606, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Pamela Kouba 

Maribel, WI, 54227, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Clara Nuufolau 

Waianae, HI, 96792, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mark King 

Amarillo, TX, 79106, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mi Norris 

Charlotte, NC, 28269, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Edwina JeUerson 

Fontana, CA, 92335, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tammy Snyder 

Franklin, OH, 45005, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Doris Johnson 

Las Vegas, NV, 89108, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary Deleon 

Joshua Tree, CA, 92252-2112, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Brisia Besong 

Denver, CO, 80221, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary Stahl 

Gravois Mills, MO, 65037, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gennetthale Hale 

Detroit, MI, 48219, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Wade Hoofatt 

Aldie, VA, 20105, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Judi Richter 

Millsboro, DE, 19966, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Larry Sunde 

Seattle, WA, 98103, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
George Stroud 

Guntown, MS, 38849, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michael Rynes 

NAPERVILLE, IL, 60565, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Deborah Scholl 

Rochester, PA, 15074, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Coralee Brown 

El Paso, TX, 79938, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Timothy Olson 

Lake Stevens, WA, 98258, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jason Weiland 

Vallejo, CA, 94592, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Holly Conrad 

Moorefield, WV, 26836, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Essie Johnson 

Birmingham, AL, 35214, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Martin Hussey 

Beltoy, TX, 76512, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rufuseugenehowellrios Howellrioslll 

Brownsville, TX, 78521, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Richard Roberts 

Phenix City, AL, 36867, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Waymon Hubbard 

Jasper, AL, 35503, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Craig Sellers 

Bloomington, IL, 61701, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Henry Mitchell 

New Haven, CT, 06515, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Betty BiUle 

Rogersville, AL, 35652, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Delilah Amos 

Mekoryuk, AK, 99630, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cindie Bernard 

Prescott, AZ, 86305, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Terry Smith 

Thomaston, GA, 30286, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sheryl Galinski 

Poestenkill, NY, 12140, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
William Hopka jr 

Baltimore, MD, 21224, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lyn Perry 

Las Vegas, NV, 89121, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tariq Sekander 

San Ramon, CA, 94582, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jeannie Lanum 

Conroe, TX, 77306, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marjorie Wilt 

Otto, NC, 28763, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Janas Springs 

Tampa, FL, 33612, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Janis Mcclure 

Muskogee, OK, 74403, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Viola Kaupu 

Honaunau, HI, 96726, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Eddie Steele 

Brent, AL, 35034, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
John Simmons 

Lawrence, MA, 01841, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
April Gladfelter 

Omaha, NE, 68132, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Margaret Archambault 

BULLHEAD, SD, 57621, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nancy Nancyboone 

Burleson, TX, 76028, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lashaunya Ruth 

Bloomfield, NJ, 07003, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sheryl Allen 

New Orleans, LA, 70127, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Donna Ennis 

Franklinville, NJ, 08322, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Susan Chee 

Gilbert, AZ, 85296, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Harold Wiener 

Bronx, NY, 10463, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rosemary Basten 

Green Bay, WI, 54311, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sherry Bauers 

Abingdon, MD, 21009, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Arlett White 

Cuyahoga Falls, OH, 44223, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
David Jones 

Charlotte, NC, 28216, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cathy Lankford 

Prattville, AL, 36067, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Margaret Asuega 

Moreno Valley, CA, 92557, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Hector Flores 

Orlando, FL, 32822, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lisa Slater 

Tacoma, WA, 98402, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gary Goldner 

Twinsburg, OH, 44087, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dale Kearns 

Reno, NV, 89506, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carl Shelby 

Dallas, TX, 75249, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Annie Barnes 

Carrollton, GA, 30116, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kat Zimmet 

Hastings, FL, 32145, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lisa Carlock 

Sedalia, MO, 65301, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sharon Young 

Corning, NY, 14830, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Larry Avent 

Harrisburg, PA, 17110, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tina Barnard 

Rainbow City, AL, 35906, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rodney Campbell 

Tampa, FL, 33613, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Devonna Harris 

Springfield, MO, 65802, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marlin Cortland 

Toledo, OH, 43607, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jaime Pabilonia 

Youngstown, NY, 14174, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cheryl Sliter 

Laurel, MD, 20723, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary Della penna 

Green Cove Springs, FL, 32043, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Terrence Madigan 

Cleveland, OH, 44125, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Roubidoux 

Hermiston, OR, 97838, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Easter Cantrell 

Belfry, KY, 41514, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jayne Martin 

BATTLE CREEK, MI, 49015, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sherry Cooper 

Flint, MI, 48503, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Wilhelmina Diamond 

Reno, NV, 89508, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Princetta Tramble 

Elgin, IL, 60123, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sione Muliaga 

Honolulu, HI, 96817, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Justin Kite 

Keokuk, IA, 52632, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary jo Cordova 

Smithville, MO, 64089, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Penny Messner 

Birdsboro, PA, 19508, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tatyana Kleyman 

Hallandale, FL, 33009, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michael Tallett 

Hilo, HI, 96720, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Norman Bragg 

Chattanooga, TN, 37421, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Laurie Yardley 

Boise, ID, 83705, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joyce Pritchett 

Carson City, NV, 89701, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ronald Rau 

Grants Pass, OR, 97526, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Raymond Velez 

Beverly, NJ, 08010, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Valerie Blowers 

Pearl River, NY, 10965, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Judith O'Jile 

Wildwood, MO, 63011, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lucy Hurst 

Cherryvale, KS, 67335, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dorothy Lewis 

Phenix City, AL, 36869, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Diana Mikel 

Sellersburg, IN, 47172, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Pamela Mccoy 

Topeka, KS, 66606, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Floyd Allen 

Fresno, CA, 93726, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Trisha Pinder 

Key West, FL, 33040, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Trevor Coryell 

Winter Garden, FL, 34787, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Phyllis Hamric 

Chesapeake, VA, 23320, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michael Conner 

North Las Vegas, NV, 89032, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Trish Mcdonald 

Jackson, TN, 38305, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dorothy Chavez 

Monterey Park, CA, 91754, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sandra Sheldon 

Mason, MI, 48854, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gary Munyer 

Sacramento, CA, 95814, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Thomas Brewer 

Indianola, MS, 38751, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Aubrie Bontlilao 

Fresno, CA, 93706, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Cardew 

Endicott, NY, 13760, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michele Walker 

New York, NY, 10027, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lisa Baker 

Ermine, KY, 41815, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Larry Kent 

Camdenton, MO, 65020, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Timothy Taft 

Middletown, NY, 10940, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Charmayne Danna 

Reno, NV, 89512, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jeanne Coen 

Mount Solon, VA, 22843, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Olivia Finley 

Alexandria, VA, 22320, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Daniel Lewis 

Indian Springs, NV, 89018, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ethel Schell 

Blue Mound, KS, 66010, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
kathryn ferguson 

Qulin, MO, 63961, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Teresa Mandernach 

Shady Cove, OR, 97539, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nancy Davis 

Longs, SC, 29568, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mark Bergeson 

Olympia, WA, 98502, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Donna Massey 

Portland, OR, 97202, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Aly Hollondaise 

Elkton, MD, 21921, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
John Masson 

Austin, TX, 78745, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Charles Brunet 

Mineral, VA, 23117, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jonathan Bellson 

Zuni, NM, 87327, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Reggie Jackson 

Pompano Beach, FL, 33060, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
cindy gaul 

Stearns, KY, 42647, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Elena Haight 

Houston, TX, 77013, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
David Cosner 

Bedford, IN, 47421, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Linda Blocher 

Scottsdale, AZ, 85257, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Denise Ruth 

Tarboro, NC, 27886, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joe Wverrettjr 

Arlington, VA, 22207, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Barbara Wascher 

Keyser, WV, 26726, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Susana Astros 

Johnston, RI, 02919, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Debbie Cox 

Johnstown, PA, 15905, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Deborah Berman 

Monrovia, CA, 91016, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Eldora Ferreira 

Assonet, MA, 02702, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
james king 

Overton, TX, 75684, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Maria e Elizarraras 

San Luis, AZ, 85349, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marilyn Treadway 

Rockwood, TN, 37854, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Iris Padilla 

Saint Cloud, FL, 34769, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nunziata Gagliardo 

Staten Island, NY, 10306, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Debra Bolen 

Max, ND, 58759, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dawn Pearson 

San Antonio, TX, 78213, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Irene Alvarez 

Bakersfield, CA, 93308, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mark Maryan 

Blanchard, OK, 73010, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rick Coleman 

Mc Arthur, OH, 45651, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Thomas Roles 

Forest Hills, NY, 11375, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joseph Scioneaux 

Raceland, LA, 70394, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Esmeralda Valdez 

Baytown, TX, 77520, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
John Swogger 

Erie, PA, 16507, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Shanelle Gye 

Gilroy, CA, 95020, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Valorie Allenperry 

Wilmington, DE, 19802, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
John Snell 

Fort Pierce, FL, 34950, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
John Heed 

Medford, OR, 97501, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bonnie Roach 

Port Charlotte, FL, 33952, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carolyn Cooper 

Hyattsville, MD, 20782, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
William Askwith 

Storrs Mansfield, CT, 06268, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Roosevelt Fisher 

Orangeburg, SC, 29118, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Judith Black 

Fort Lauderdale, FL, 33319, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Diane Karwowski 

Bloomfield, CT, 06002, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Alex Bob 

Springfield, IL, 62702, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Thomas Tapia 

Norfolk, VA, 23503, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Renae Carnegie 

Brooksville, FL, 34614, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Edith Cortinas 

Corona, CA, 92879, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Brenda Denneen 

Winter Park, FL, 32792, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ruby Roethemeyer 

Paducah, KY, 42001, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Timothy Pee 

Bossier City, LA, 71112, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Francisco Lastnamegibbs 

Hollywood, FL, 33023, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Vicky Carter brown 

Lakeland, FL, 33805, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Desiree Mcdonald 

Morgantown, WV, 26505, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Karen Elmore 

Daphne, AL, 36526, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michael Sopko 

Lakeway, TX, 78738, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bandra Carner 

Port Saint Lucie, FL, 34983, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mitzi Corey 

Pahrump, NV, 89061, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Richard GriUith 

Binghamton, NY, 13901, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Johnnie Anderson 

Westmoreland, TN, 37186, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Terri Wegner 

Bayfield, WI, 54814, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Theresa Mahone 

Marietta, GA, 30060, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Natasha Gonzalez 

Amsterdam, NY, 12010, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tim Mooney 

Apalachin, NY, 13732, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sina Ainuu 

Salt Lake City, UT, 84116, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Neda Shaw 

Stockton, CA, 95204, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lita Bravo 

New Braunfels, TX, 78130, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Don Newlan 

Twin Falls, ID, 83301, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bernice Watson 

Trenton, NJ, 08610, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Barbara Hassell 

Oklahoma City, OK, 73115, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gustavo Escobedo 

Asheville, NC, 28803, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bonnabell Smith 

Tawas City, MI, 48763, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Margaret Dukes 

Willoughby, OH, 44094, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Brenda Bowden 

Somerset, MA, 02726, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Doris Brown 

Harvey, LA, 70058, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathleen Cone 

Apopka, FL, 32703, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nathan Rue 

Sauk Centre, MN, 56378, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Francine Burress 

Tulsa, OK, 74129, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sharon Rountree 

Los Angeles, CA, 90043, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Donna Conner 

Salem, OR, 97303, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cristin Whittaker 

Houston, TX, 77065, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Shelly Franklin 

Millville, NJ, 08332, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Donna Riccitelli 

Bronx, NY, 10465, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Patti Rickard 

Woburn, MA, 01801, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Pedro Bravo 

Sarasota, FL, 34233, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Terrence Reed 

Pinellas Park, FL, 33781, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Chenita Adkins 

Indianapolis, IN, 46241, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
David Gambrell 

Hephzibah, GA, 30815, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Charles Carock 

Rockford, IL, 61103, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Linda Gentle 

Bradenton, FL, 34205, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carol Bowers 

Jacksonville, FL, 32207, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sierra Sheldon 

Casar, NC, 28020, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Debby Sprechman 

Boca Raton, FL, 33487, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Larry Hehe 

Bedford, IN, 47421, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Francois Heubeck 

Bronson, FL, 32621, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Curtis Odem 

Sacramento, CA, 95828, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sallica Williams 

Brooklyn, NY, 11239, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rosemary Anthony 

Conyers, GA, 30013, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Gutierrez 

Waco, TX, 76708, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Donald Grisdale 

Royersford, PA, 19468, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tom Maulsby 

Clear Lake, IA, 50428, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Emile Paquette 

Hebron, NH, 03241, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Deshea Janis 

Rapid City, SD, 57701, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Catherine Jenkins 

Greenville, NC, 27858, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nancy Davis 

Polk City, FL, 33868, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marvin Shuman 

Napa, CA, 94559, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Chris Webb 

Camden Wyoming, DE, 19934, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Connie Patterson 

De Queen, AR, 71832, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Timothy Johnson 

Bastrop, LA, 71220, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Debbie Johnson 

Springfield, OH, 45503, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tamatha Johnson 

Louisville, KY, 40211, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jeannie BuUington 

Minneapolis, KS, 67467, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Edward Kitcheyan 

Spanaway, WA, 98387, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rabia Shah 

Alamo, CA, 94507, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Roy Crocker 

Columbia, CT, 06237, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carren Schmidt 

Stoughton, WI, 53589, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kenneth Blatchford 

Seward, AK, 99664, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Harold Martinez 

Whittier, CA, 90604, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Amelia Russell 

Portales, NM, 88130, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carol Kerns 

Revere, MA, 02151, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Amanda Stanton 

Somersworth, NH, 03878, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Clarence Sibley 

Wysox, PA, 18854, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
tamara collins 

dayton, OH, 45429, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathleen Hicks 

Godfrey, IL, 62035, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Terry Nelson 

Lyons, GA, 30436, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Rivera 

Union, NJ, 07083, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sara Vardanyan 

Auburn, WA, 98001, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bob Cain 

Montgomery, AL, 36117, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Moira Howard 

PARK CITY, UT, 84060, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bruce Parker 

Standish, ME, 04084, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Raymond Grijalva 

Bakersfield, CA, 93307, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
robert hildebrand 

Dayton, OH, 45414, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
suzanne torres 

Shermans Dale, PA, 17090, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Muriel Schoonover 

Fall River, MA, 02720, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carolyn Woods 

Detroit, MI, 48209, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michael Fracassi 

Arlington, VA, 22202, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sandra Cofield 

Sycamore, IL, 60178, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
George Mcclarrin 

Fort Lauderdale, FL, 33311, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Patty Bray 

Las Animas, CO, 81054, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kaitlin Kelly 

Milwaukee, WI, 53221, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jeri Daniel 

Courtland, VA, 23837, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Belinda Howard 

Bradley, SC, 29819, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ronald Wash 

Michie, TN, 38357, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tom Clark 

Trenton, NJ, 08690, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Virginia Huddleston 

Empire, AL, 35063, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gwenevere Jackson 

Sumter, SC, 29150, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Elizabeth Sothen 

Winchester, VA, 22602, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Doris Little 

Chicago, IL, 60624, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Chris Adams 

Davenport, IA, 52802, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Eva Gisi 

Rock Falls, IL, 61071, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Damien Austin 

Covington, LA, 70435, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Helena Becker 

Valatie, NY, 12184, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
James Craig 

Manassas, VA, 20110, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Susan Roy 

Pueblo, CO, 81003, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Daisy Valle 

Harvey, LA, 70058, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Luis Aguiar 

Hollywood, FL, 33023, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Travis Obear 

White Castle, LA, 70788, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Amy Hensley 

Kokomo, IN, 46902, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Judy Wise 

Parrish, FL, 34219, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
thomas crider 

Mobile, AL, 36606, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kendall Weir 

Marlton, NJ, 08053, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dennis Krumwiede 

Murfreesboro, TN, 37130, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Beverly Brown 

Frankford, DE, 19945, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
JeU Burton 

Shepherdsville, KY, 40165, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Vickie Kennedy 

Coeburn, VA, 24230, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gerry Dummer 

West Minot, ME, 04288, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Deborah Kittredge 

Highgate Center, VT, 05459, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Linda Heston 

Derby, CT, 06418, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michelle Gooley 

Dover, NH, 03820, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Janice Frauenfeld 

Tucson, AZ, 85747, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mark Kaluza 

Madison Heights, MI, 48071, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nonie Bishop 

Eureka, CA, 95503, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Danni Waylon 

Jamaica, NY, 11432, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Leonard Rossetti 

Cherry Hill, NJ, 08034, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Johnny Cloud 

Anthony, FL, 32617, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jim Feazel 

Jacksonville, FL, 32225, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Eda Malone 

Alpha, KY, 42603, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joanne Eldred 

Kennesaw, GA, 30152, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rafael Felan 

San Antonio, TX, 78228, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Patricia Puckett 

Aberdeen, MD, 21001, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ashley Boggs 

Munfordville, KY, 42765, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Max Sauerwein 

Holcombe, WI, 54745, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mark Yeager 

Des Moines, IA, 50312, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Don Stevens 

Ocala, FL, 34479, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Greg Sepeda 

Grand Prairie, TX, 75051, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Candace Levan 

Bridgeport, AL, 35740, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Martha Davila 

Arverne, NY, 11692, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lena Sullivan 

Wellington, CO, 80549, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jimmy Nollz 

Olympia, WA, 98516, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jerry Wilson 

Kountze, TX, 77625, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Barb Haley 

Shasta Lake, CA, 96019, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Philip Lee 

Poplar BluU, MO, 63901, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Areatha Spears 

Bradley, IL, 60915, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Clyde Sparks 

Ridgeway, VA, 24148, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Valerie Deckard 

Louisville, KY, 40223, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Stacy Grenier 

Maryville, TN, 37801, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dennis Jones 

East Liverpool, OH, 43920, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Roy Meyer 

Sioux Falls, SD, 57104, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Eddie Bowdish 

Newport, OR, 97365, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Amy Stanberry 

winter springs, FL, 32708, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Hope Pomerantz 

Philadelphia, PA, 19130, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Frank Paytes 

Joliet, IL, 60433, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Janie Jones 

Rock Hill, SC, 29730, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carter Wyatt jr 

Akron, OH, 44320, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jen Wakem 

Las Vegas, NV, 89138, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
William Martin 

Uxbridge, MA, 01569, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Anthony Hariel 

Poplarville, MS, 39470, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Glen Bentsen 

Sebastian, FL, 32958, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Patricia Haddock 

Rusk, TX, 75785, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Amandar Freeman 

Greensboro, NC, 27405, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rose Jackson 

Goldsboro, NC, 27534, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Brenda Cribb 

Wilmington, NC, 28409, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Monica Edgin 

Three Springs, PA, 17264, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Basilia Hernandez 

Hialeah, FL, 33012, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rod Stewart 

Del Valle, TX, 78617, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Catina Fields 

Raleigh, NC, 27616, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rebecca Zinkowski 

Portland, ME, 04012, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lee Nicholas 

New Port Richey, FL, 34653, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jeri Fox 

Biddeford, ME, 04005, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Anna Koch 

Temple, PA, 19560, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Daniel Lloyd 

Tell City, IN, 47586, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lillian Rentz 

Selma, AL, 36701, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jesus Barreto 

Miami, FL, 33173, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Thomas Kowatz 

Cleveland Heights, OH, 44106, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
David Page 

Middleburg, PA, 17842, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary Mardiros 

Redford, MI, 48239, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Hayden Jones 

orlando, FL, 32839, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Martha Lugo 

Winter Haven, FL, 33880, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Blanca Aguilar 

Tallahassee, FL, 32305, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Melissa C 

Ansonia, CT, 06401, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Elaine Fordham 

Bradford, RI, 02808, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Valerie Mayer Torcia 

Scarsdale, NY, 10583, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dawn R 

Hammond, IN, 46327, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Victoria Martin 

Dennisport, MA, 02639, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bridget Vaughan 

San Francisco, CA, 94124, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kilah Bwell 

Newport news, VA, 23602, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Demetrias Jones 

Los Angeles, CA, 90033, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Keri Thompson 

Norman, OK, 73071, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Russell Knight 

VANDALIA, IL, 62471-4707, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jennifer Dehler 

Belleville, IL, 62221, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Andrea Reynolds 

Riverside, RI, 02915, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
JeU Deeg 

Sag Harbor, NY, 11963, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Matthew Funes 

Hillsboro, OR, 97123, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lee Green 

Tallahassee, FL, 32309, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Diane Mueller 

Mt. Horeb, WI, 53572, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Staci Hawkins 

Ridgeway, SC, 29130, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
James Vires 

Florence, KY, 41042, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sharon Anderson 

Globe, AZ, 85501, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Richard Poole 

Chesapeake, VA, 23322, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kenyon Andrews 

Philadelphia, PA, 19121, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Martha Pearson 

Olla, LA, 71465, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ivan Melendez 

Chicago, IL, 60614, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Larry lucas Lucas 

San Luis Obispo, CA, 93401, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Glenda Grant 

Brunswick, ME, 04011, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Judy Hoke 

Silsbee, TX, 77656, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Mack 

StaUord, VA, 22556, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rich Feit 

Glenview, IL, 60025, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
William Silvers 

Belmar, NJ, 07719, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ronald Baszto 

Geneseo, NY, 14454, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
ines hernandez 

hollywood, FL, 33020, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Betena Trueblood 

Hertford, NC, 27944, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marie Robinson 

GaUney, SC, 29341, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rose Summers 

Fayette, AL, 35555, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
renee ricketts 

Oak Harbor, WA, 98277, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
TiUani Analla 

Sunnyvale, CA, 94089, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
John Ioele 

Englishtown, NJ, 07726, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
V. L. Cummings 

Chattanooga, TN, 37421, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gerhard Suess 

Manhattan, KS, 66503, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Pauletta Ralston 

Fort Worth, TX, 76131, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Raymond Wilson 

Aiken, SC, 29801, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Charles Heasley 

Waynesburg, PA, 15370, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
TERRI WALKINGTON 

LAKE VILLA, IL, 60046, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Wil Resto 

Orlando, FL, 32828, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
May Nace 

Baltimore, MD, 21224, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carolyn Fitzgerald 

Friendswood, TX, 77546, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
William Henne 

Charlevoix, MI, 49720, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Paul fries 

st augustine, FL, 32080, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Hans Gray 

Liberty, SC, 29657, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ann Fotiades 

Wantagh, NY, 11793, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Timothy Coleman 

Cincinnati, OH, 45229, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mike McgoU 

Clarks Summit, PA, 18411-2102, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Thomas Greenburg 

Coldwater, MI, 49036, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Regina Martin 

DALLAS, GA, 30157, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bobby Hicks 

Milton, FL, 32583, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Anne Lewis 

Medaryville, IN, 47957, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lisa Wold 

Mc Lean, VA, 22101, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Linda Sikes 

Hattiesburg, MS, 39402, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
David Pacheco 

Keystone Heights, FL, 32656, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kandice OToole 

Vancouver, WA, 98664, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
DENISE ALONSO-GRIFFIE 

LA FAYETTE, GA, 30728, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gina Stamper 

Tampa, FL, 33623, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Stacey Bardar 

Hightstown, NJ, 08520, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Leslie Bratschi 

Portland, OR, 97267, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carla Davidovic 

Libertyville, IL, 60048, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Annie Fountain 

Pensacola, FL, 32514, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cathy Stockton 

Noble, OK, 73068, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carl Slaton 

Spanaway, WA, 98387, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Donald Goodman 

Oklahoma City, OK, 73109, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Laura Hildebrand 

Savannah, GA, 31410, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Timothy Clements 

Santa Rosa Beach, FL, 32459, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jimmy Muthig 

West Lafayette, IN, 47906, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Denise Adams 

Fort Lauderdale, FL, 33311, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kevin Berrigan 

Edison, NJ, 08817, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Waltraut Reed 

Clinton, OH, 44216, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kay Smith 

Houston, TX, 77019, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Val Heike 

Quasqueton, IA, 52326, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lois Collins 

Smyrna, TN, 37167, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Deedee Gill 

Concord, NC, 28025, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cheryl Batts 

Cleveland, OH, 44111, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ruth Brewster 

Scottsville, NY, 14546, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Rhode 

Dover, OH, 44622, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Veronica Hargues 

Sayre, OK, 73662, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mack Wolfe 

Lowell, MA, 01854, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Monica T 

Evanston, IL, 60202, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michele Gardner 

Port St Lucie, FL, 34984, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Christopher Anderson 

Ellijay, GA, 30540, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nicki Taylor 

Oakland Park, FL, 33306, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Verle Buttari 

Pine Hill, NJ, 08021, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Khanrad Williams 

Waterbury, CT, 06704, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Vincent Beach 

Sioux City, IA, 51101, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
MDAVID Robinson 

Green Mountain, NC, 28740, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Charles Ridgeway 

Attalla, AL, 35954, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lucy Bishop 

POCAHONTAS, IA, 50574, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lisa Bache 

Barrington, NH, 03825, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Frank Lasusa 

Myrtle Beach, SC, 29579, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Denicethomas Thomas 

Virginia Beach, VA, 23464, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Delos Fidler 

Argyle, TX, 76226, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Fred HoUman 

Pearland, TX, 77581, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Harold Davis 

Stonecrest, GA, 30038, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lourdes Soto 

Bronx, NY, 10453, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mark Wieferich 

Weidman, MI, 48893, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rose Paviol 

Flomaton, AL, 36441, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lisa Leinberger 

Allentown, PA, 18104, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ashley Tippett 

JAMESTOWN, NC, 27282, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mari Ann Ghastin 

Lebanon, OH, 45036, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Miriam Grafe 

Hastings, NE, 68901, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
John Ells 

JeUerson, WI, 53549, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Vanessa Owens 

Toledo, OH, 43615, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Charmaine Robinson 

Baltimore, MD, 21201, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Thomas Tuggle 

Atlanta, GA, 30338, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Margaret Caudill 

Dade City, FL, 33525, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jon Russell 

Pembroke pines, FL, 33023, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Raymond Bertram 

Spokane, WA, 99208, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
susan lesniak 

pownal, ME, 04069, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Janet Cowley 

Tuscola, IL, 61953, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Steven RiUle 

Procious, WV, 25164, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joey Cueto 

Port St Lucie, FL, 34984-6619, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Barbara Dunstan 

Houston, TX, 77092, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Stephanie Clements 

Ace, TX, 77326, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bob Cunningham 

Frankford, DE, 19945, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Heather Chickering 

Alfred, ME, 04002, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary Hinson 

Hollywood, FL, 33024, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rjill Clemmons 

King, NC, 27021, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kay Kimmel 

Taos, NM, 87571, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sue Joslin 

Campbellsburg, KY, 40011, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jack Cudney 

Salt Lake City, UT, 84107, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nancy Bricks 

Lawrence, KS, 66049, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cindy Lyon 

Granbury, TX, 76048, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cynthia Apodaca 

Albuquerque, NM, 87106, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jessica Barwiler 

Toledo, OH, 43615, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robin Wolford 

Lagrange park, IL, 60526, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Frank Polizzano 

Egg Harbor City, NJ, 08215, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Pamela Lee 

West Chester, PA, 19382, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jacqueline Ridley 

Washington, DC, 20020, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Patricia Chambets 

Pompano Beach, FL, 33073, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Heidi Allespach 

Ocala, FL, 34473-8349, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sue Addy 

Canton, MI, 48187, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Fred Schweitzer 

Comstock Park, MI, 49321, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
George Dishong 

Logan, OH, 43138, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mike Jones 

Strong, ME, 04983, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cynthia Slavik 

Fort Worth, TX, 76118, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sandra Ross-jarrett 

Fairburn, GA, 30213, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Olena Gladenko 

Bethel park, PA, 15102, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
denise rieger 

wantagh, NY, 11793, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Teresa Palestino 

Jacksonville, FL, 32244, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ann Kurtzman 

Hollywood, FL, 33021, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ashley hernandez 

Miami, FL, 33126, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Merlita Mcelligott 

La Grange Park, IL, 60526, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Wanda Blevins 

Shawnee, OK, 74801, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
James Stonge 

Lakeland, FL, 33815, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jennifer Mendez ramirez 

Asjley, PA, 18706, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Phyllis Bender 

Chester, MA, 01011, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Leslie Sheetz 

Fredericksburg, OH, 44627, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Angela Randolph 

Gary, IN, 46407, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Charles Sloan 

Cleveland, OH, 44134, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michael Bos 

East Jordan, MI, 49727, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Denise Edwards 

Menominee, MI, 49858, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marion Howeymarion 

Orland Park, IL, 60467, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Evelyn Hardin 

Port Orchard, WA, 98366, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Karl Pelletier 

Taftville, CT, 06380, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
sharon kirby-buckheister 

gulfport, MS, 39507-3142, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carla Tellez 

Frederick, MD, 21702, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Terry Rogers 

Vero Beach, FL, 32962, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Betty Shanks 

Loganville, GA, 30052, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Chad Easterwood 

North Little Rock, AR, 72117, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ryan Yates 

Cumming, GA, 30041, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
James Bilbo 

Kiln, MS, 39556, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jack Seal 

Bel Air, MD, 21014, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Erika Porter 

Escondido, CA, 92026, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nate Mihalcean 

Hanover park, IL, 60133, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
JeUrey Wolfe 

Eureka, CA, 95503, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sandi Anderson 

East Moline, IL, 61244, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rogelio Diaz 

Glenwood Springs, CO, 81602, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Shirley Hopkins 

Virginia Beach, VA, 23456, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Pam Lawler 

Paso Robles, CA, 93447, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Pateah East 

Winston Salem, NC, 27105, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tina Johnson 

Livermore, ME, 04253, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jason Monseur 

Atlanta, GA, 30329, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sharon Teagardin 

Indianapolis, IN, 46227, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Terrie Whitman 

Bladen, NE, 68928, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lissette Ayala 

Amsterdam, NY, 12010, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
JeU Parker 

Canton, OH, 44704, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dora Pontarelli 

Williamsport, PA, 17701, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lois Chicano 

Cheshire, CT, 06410, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Karin Davis 

Ionia, MI, 48846, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ned Holder 

Flat Rock, NC, 28731, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joann Pomarico 

Lynbrook, NY, 11563, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Donna CoUey 

Bristol, TN, 37620, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gail Peabody 

Chagrin Falls, OH, 44022, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ann Wilner 

North Augusta, SC, 29841, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tara Wilhelmson 

DURHAM, NC, 27703, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Donna Henson 

Buford, GA, 30518, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Deann Borders 

Byron, GA, 31008, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Stan Staron 

HOMETOWN, IL, 60456, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cynthia Meadows 

Kannapolis, NC, 28083, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jeri Beck 

Greenbrier, AR, 72058, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathy Stroud 

Huntington, WV, 25702, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dana Snow 

Norwich, CT, 06360, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Margitta Cudlin 

Ithaca, NY, 14850, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Deborah Jackson 

Chicago, IL, 60619, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Laura Chapman 

Bethlehem, GA, 30620, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary Deckman 

Plumsteadville, PA, 18949, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carol Norton 

Guilford, CT, 06437, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Edward Fenton 

Greenville, SC, 29615, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Theodore Dusenbery 

Vassar, MI, 48768, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Denise Thomas 

Baltimore, MD, 21217, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
tomeri austin 

Heber Springs, AR, 72543, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Caryl Mackin-Wagner 

Williamstown, NJ, 08094, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tommi Miller 

Austin, TX, 78754, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jim Breining 

Tucson, AZ, 85716, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Doug Walters 

Ellicott City, MD, 21042, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
David Lyons 

Jacksonville Beach, FL, 32250, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Valjean Zelaya 

Alachua, FL, 32615, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Trena Luke 

New Orleans, LA, 70125, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Karen Whiting 

Chillicothe, OH, 45601, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kevin Murray 

Marrero, LA, 70072, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cyril Alexander 

Brooklyn, NY, 11237, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Angela Murphy 

Aventura, FL, 33180, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Diane Wienckowski 

Allentown, PA, 18102, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Howard Russell 

Lapeer, MI, 48446, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Andrew Balicki 

Kenmore, WA, 98028-4276, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rose Vaughan 

Milton, MA, 02186, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Betty Lewis 

Lake Providence, LA, 71254, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joseph Piskur 

Strongsville, OH, 44136, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
August Jessie 

Indianapolis, IN, 46217, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carolyn KrulleSnyder 

Lansdale, PA, 19446, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Alonzo Gunn 

Canyon, TX, 79015, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Katherine Easton 

Billings, MT, 59101, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kari Eckart 

Baltic, CT, 06330, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Geraldine Domico 

Westville, NJ, 08093, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
EUie Buckholz 

Rillton, PA, 15678, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robbie Stinson 

Springfield, TN, 37172, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Katrin Sippel 

New York, NY, 10023, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Amanda Jones 

NJ, Browns Mills, NJ, 08015, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary Sims 

Lake Charles, LA, 70605, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sheila Holley 

Marion, NC, 28752, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Trillis Duncan 

Corvallis, OR, 97330, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robin Nicholson 

White bear lake, MN, 55110, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ann Egerton 

Towson, MD, 21204, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Stephanie Antonelli 

Hardwick, VT, 05843, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Toni Frerking 

Cadott, WI, 54727, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Laura Merchant 

Gerry, NY, 14740, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Linda Schaller 

Winston-Salem, NC, 27101, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Paul Tyree 

Chanute, KS, 66720, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Turner 

Paragould, AR, 72450, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jean Nayda 

Garfield, NJ, 07026, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ella Abbott 

Hebron, OH, 43025, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Wendy Tracy 

Floral Park, NY, 11001, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Randall Welsh 

Lancaster, WI, 53813, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joe Anderson 

Greenville, SC, 29605, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Elizabeth Lucien 

Arlington, MA, 02476, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joanna Walker 

La Grange, TX, 78945, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Brooke Hogan 

Woodstock, CT, 06282, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
FRANCIS MENEZES 

Fall River, MA, 02720, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dorothy White 

Dracut, MA, 01826, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lotraine Urchwell 

Blaine, KY, 41124, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
JeU Butter 

Columbus, OH, 43230, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
WILLIAM HATFIELD 

Clayton, IN, 46118, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Debby Stone 

Glendale, AZ, 85302, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
CATHERINE ANNMARI HILL 

North Las Vegas, NV, 89084, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Faye Turner 

Garner, NC, 27529, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Linda Trout 

Dallastown, PA, 17313, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Emily Kimbrell 

Beaverton, AL, 35544, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Brian Hampton 

Russellville, KY, 42276, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Karen McManus 

Georgetown, MA, 01833, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michael Spilde 

Los Lunas, NM, 87031, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Deborah Hatfield 

Crimora, VA, 24431, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Molly Lavin 

El Dorado Hills, CA, 95762, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Pam Hagy 

Nashville, TN, 37215, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marilyn Ammirata 

Parsippany, NJ, 07054, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jeanette Wells 

Hernando, MS, 38632, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Randal Richter 

Sheboygan, WI, 53081, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sean RaUerty 

Oswego, IL, 60543, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Yvonne Nesby 

Pittsburgh, PA, 15221, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Amy Dillon 

Overton, TX, 75684, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary Abernathy 

San Antonio, TX, 78722, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lauren Fogarty 

House Springs, MO, 63051, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jn Dauterive 

BATON ROUGE, LA, 70817, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Smith 

Pleasant Hill, LA, 71065, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Beth Malla 

East Syracuse, NY, 13057, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mike Hays 

Lonedell, MO, 63060, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rayshan Rose 

Charlotte, NC, 28215, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marla Westrup 

Overland Park, KS, 66204, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jaime Martin 

Bridge City, TX, 77611, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rohenie Singh 

Jamaica, NY, 11432, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lenette Polk 

Stone Mountain, GA, 30088, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathleen Decastris 

YORKVILLE, IL, 60560, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathryn Soto 

Yarmouth, MA, 02673, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ron Niles 

Danbury, CT, 06811, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michael Loconte 

Brooklyn, NY, 11229, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sarah Bulgarella 

Birmingham, AL, 35209, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Wilson Benallyjr 

Shiprock, NM, 87420, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Steven Ray 

Mc Connellsburg, PA, 17233, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Raymond Bryant 

Panama City, FL, 32401, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary Simpson 

Henderson, NV, 89012, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Patty Pape 

Chicago, IL, 60639, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Andy Graves 

El Paso, TX, 79935, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Judy Thomas 

Middle River, MD, 21220, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joyce Dawson 

Somerset, KY, 42501, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Erick Primo 

Medford, OR, 97504, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lance Campbell 

LONGWOOD, FL, 32750, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Phyllis Hagmaier 

WILLIAMSBURG, VA, 23185, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Brian Venable 

Odenton, MD, 21113, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
loren McNamara 

Seattle, WA, 98119, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
lily czuprynski 

Warsaw, NY, 14569, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Linda Garriott 

Anderson, IN, 46017, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Johnny Copeland 

Spokane, WA, 99218, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Head 

Louisville, KY, 40211, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Deryll Gross 

Bradenton, FL, 34209, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sue Martin 

Pyatt, AR, 72672, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kristen Ball 

BuUalo, NY, 14218, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Patrice Clark 

Lafayette, LA, 70509, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Goldie Stipe 

Frenchburg, KY, 40322, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Maria Maniaci 

Gladstone, MI, 49837, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
John Veroxie 

New york, NY, 11560, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Alfred Harper 

Flat Rock, MI, 48134, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
George Grannum 

Lancaster, SC, 29720, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Caridad Torres 

Poinciana, FL, 34759, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Susan Cody 

Snow Hill, MD, 21863, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Debbie Culbertson 

Sandusky, OH, 44870, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jay Winterman 

Richmond, IN, 47374, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Javier Moreno 

Miami, FL, 33130, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Salvador Rojas 

Balch Springs, TX, 75180, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
James Revels 

Carencro, LA, 70520, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sara Nickerson 

Brandon, VT, 05733, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Spencer Ellege 

Candler, NC, 28715, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
sneha amin 

Monroe, NJ, 08831, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Constance Mroz 

Trevose, PA, 19053, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lauren Huljev 

Lake Havasu City, AZ, 86403, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sharon Manolakis 

Gainesville, GA, 30506, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Maureen Bruno 

Boston, MA, 02110, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Hank Haber 

Sarasota, FL, 34237, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Smith 

Malone, NY, 12953, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Andrew Palmer 

Princeton, TX, 75407, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Barak 

Sun City West, AZ, 85375, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sherrie Demmons 

Warren, ME, 04864, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Matthew Able 

Nashville, TN, 37207, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Eric Ryerson 

Lexington, SC, 29073, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Donald Thieke 

Lacombe, LA, 70445, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sheli Mccullough 

Montrose, CO, 81401, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jason Bowman 

Sacramento, CA, 95826, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Irene Kilburn 

Princeton, KY, 42445, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Fausto Channave 

Phoenix, AZ, 85051, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lee Michelsen 

Stamford, CT, 06903, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Deborah Jenkins Braconi 

Wantage, NJ, 07461, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
George Carlson 

Seattle, WA, 98126, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Annagret Mills 

Monroe, NC, 28112, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michelle Benoit 

Arlington, MA, 02474, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jason Lam 

Elkton, VA, 22827, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gerald Chie 

Gaylord, MI, 49735, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lesley Dugan 

Spiro, OK, 74959, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Hugh McCartney 

North East, PA, 16428, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathy Vanguilder 

Mobile, AL, 36608, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Amy Orner 

Ephrata, PA, 17522, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ron Clevenger 

Winchester, VA, 22603, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Denise Longoriagray 

San Antonio, TX, 78204, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lisa Moyes 

New Bedford, MA, 02745, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Margaret Hunt 

Marion, NC, 28752, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sam Little 

Augusta, GA, 30901, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Pamela Mansfield 

Chatham, NJ, 07928, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gladys Holloway 

Judsonia, AR, 72081, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Wade Drummond 

Jasper, AL, 35504, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Billy Williams 

Shreveport, LA, 71108, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lacey Morris 

Dagsboro, DE, 19939, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Errol Dillon 

Flora, MS, 39071, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rusty Simpson 

Fortuna, CA, 95540, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Roland Dice 

Clinton, MO, 64735, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lucille Hutchinson 

Beckley, WV, 25801, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kimberly Stevene 

Ashland, KY, 41202, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Richard Pelletier 

Cumberland, RI, 02864, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Arthetta Pickett 

Chicago, IL, 60644, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kandi Rozela 

Shelbyville, MI, 49344, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Pamela Zimmerman 

Ormond Beach, FL, 32176, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Holly VOLLENHALS 

North Port, FL, 34288, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Elsie ScarcliU 

San Antonio, TX, 78207, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Elaine Craig 

Lakewood, NJ, 08701, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Digna Cruz 

Boston, MA, 02127, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kevin Lodowski 

West Friendship, MD, 21794, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Steven Emmert 

Amarillo, TX, 79120, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Larry Buck 

Anderson, IN, 46011, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Samuel Crabb 

Hephzibah, GA, 30815, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
carole lairmore 

Toledo, OH, 43614, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Don Campopiano 

Greenhurst, NY, 14742, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mark Hutchinson 

Wilmington, DE, 19804, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jean Dutton 

Agawam, MA, 01001, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Karen Hovland 

Rogers, AR, 72756, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Patricia Gardner 

Largo, FL, 33771, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary Manusos 

Bonita Springs, FL, 34135, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Debbrie Dailey 

Evergreen, AL, 36401, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Debra Hill 

Canton, GA, 30114, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ida Cruz 

Philadelphia, PA, 19134, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Charles Rogers 

Rogersville, MO, 65742, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cathy Tackitt 

Cabool, MO, 65689, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
LuAnn Singleton 

Kansas City, MO, 64152, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Pam Elbrader 

Winchendon, MA, 01475, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
C Harwood 

Charlotte, NC, 28226, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
JeU Bean 

JeUerson City, MO, 65109, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Barbara Burghardt 

Hobe Sound, FL, 33455, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Regina Streeter 

Miller, MO, 65707, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Darwin Pashby 

Mount Morris, MI, 48458, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lynne Anderson 

Valley Park, MO, 63088, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sharon Gates 

Cleveland, OH, 44129, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mollie Beck 

Lovettsville, VA, 20180, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nikki Lemus 

Lenoir, NC, 28645, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joanne Lee 

Virginia Beach, VA, 23464, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Patricia Powell 

Columbus, OH, 43227, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rebecca Jackson 

Richmond, KY, 40475, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Philip Rivera 

Port Jervis, NY, 12771, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Evans 

Sonoma, CA, 95476, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Danny Sullivan 

Montrose, WV, 26283, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marsha Larkins 

New Orleans, LA, 70117, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Natalie Lilja 

Gainesville, VA, 20155, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lizett Acosta 

Hollywood, FL, 33021, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
James Pope 

Ashland, KY, 41101, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
juan roman 

ashburn, VA, 20147, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sharon Carder-Jackson 

Excelsior Springs, MO, 64024, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Brenda Delpreore 

Succasunna, NJ, 07876, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michael Campos 

Las Vegas, NV, 89145, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
shellie silva 

COHOES, NY, 12047, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
David Favorito 

Galloway, NJ, 08205, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Matthew Hall 

Saint Cloud, MN, 56301, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Terry Parrish 

Purdon, TX, 76679, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jennifer Echlin 

Flint, MI, 48504, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Laverne Smith 

Deland, FL, 32720, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Debbie Scovil 

Commerce City, CO, 80022, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bill Mckee 

Lakewood, OH, 44107, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Valerie Langelier 

Spring Hill, FL, 34609, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Henry Geib 

New Freedom, PA, 17349, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary Ann Kelly 

Middletown, CT, 06457, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jeraldine Bond 

Malcom, IA, 50157, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Verna Gore 

Holiday Island, AR, 72631, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
George Kemp 

Lubbock, TX, 79416, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
James Darst 

Mount Dora, FL, 32757, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Maria Ghisolfi 

Wawarsing, NY, 12489, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Patricia Randolph 

Saratoga Springs, UT, 84045, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Wills Grant 

Fort Lauderdale, FL, 33309, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jessica Bradford 

Denver, CO, 80231, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gwynne Ohm 

West Linn, OR, 97068, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jimmie Canidate 

Saint Petersburg, FL, 33701, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Miguel Mora 

Naples, FL, 34105, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
lorrie marshall 

Parkville, MD, 21234, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Debra Clark 

Lebanon, OH, 45036, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Elizabeth Reinhardt 

New Milford, CT, 06776, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Wilmari Maisonet 

Philadelphia, PA, 19124, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dean Keding 

Stratford, WI, 54484, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Maryjane Cross 

Orlando, FL, 32828, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathryn Saraceno 

Franklin, MA, 02038, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Donna Filippazzo 

Staten Island, NY, 10308, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Linda Gardner 

Zirconia, NC, 28790, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sharon Garrison 

Decatur, GA, 30033, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Shivani Sivabalan 

Montgomery, AL, 36117, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
SANDY MILTON 

POWDER SPRINGS, GA, 30127, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Alice Kloes 

Township of Taylorsville, NC, 28681, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sharon Hammons 

South Salt Lake, UT, 84119, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
anna galloway 

Marion, KY, 42064, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Antionette Green 

Minneapolis, MN, 55426, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rey Quintero 

Sylmar, CA, 91342, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kevin Anderson 

Oregon City, OR, 97045, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sue Busch 

Newtown, PA, 18940, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Radiance Martin 

Detroit, MI, 48215, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Floyd Normanjr 

Derby, CT, 06418, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Virginia Wood 

McDonough, GA, 30253, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joe Tindall 

Newaygo, MI, 49337, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Angelina Larocque 

Sesser, IL, 62884, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lucille Puglisi 

Lehigh acres, FL, 33976, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Hilda Williams 

Lafayette, LA, 70501, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marie Kennedy 

Ormond Beach, FL, 32174, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Laura Schimmel 

Wilmington, NC, 28412, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Caroline Luley 

Merritt Island, FL, 32954, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Terry Greene 

Sachse, TX, 75048, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
deborah beck 

Stanwood, MI, 49346, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Stephen Friendly 

San Jose, CA, 95136, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jessica Tamarin 

Andover, MA, 01810, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Linda Isbell 

McLoud, OK, 74851, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Christopher Green 

Saraosta, FL, 34231-3614, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Petty Davis 

Summertown, TN, 38483, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Peggy Holland 

Indianapolis, IN, 46203, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rodolfo Valenzuela 

Seattle, WA, 98118, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Raymond Bartels 

Richford, VT, 05476, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ed Smith 

Swanton, OH, 43558, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Billy Garrett 

Fort Worth, TX, 76164, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Hydee Kramer 

Sacramento, CA, 95468, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Twyla Thompson 

Omaha, NE, 68105, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Shirley Moody 

Myrtle Beach, SC, 29577, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marc Vroom 

Fort Myers, FL, 33912, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Christina Fischer 

Delray Beach, FL, 33483, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Pamela Kirksey 

Robbins, NC, 27325, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Patricia Hilleary 

Danville, KY, 40422, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Maryellen Ryles 

Lexington, KY, 40517, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Beth Stoor 

Ocala, FL, 34481, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Walter Boyd 

Hammondsville, OH, 43930, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jacqueline Rose 

Brazil, IN, 47834, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Juanita Mccue 

Clermont, FL, 34715, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Connie Scantland 

Elkhart, IN, 46516, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Wenette Thompson 

Kansas City, MO, 64133, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cherie Card 

Minneapolis, MN, 55428, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Veronica Heggem 

Dayton, OH, 45424, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Azminda Valle 

San Diego, CA, 92104, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Laurie Haug 

Webster, NY, 14580, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Pamela Porter 

Scottsville, KY, 42164, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Barbara Scheible 

Hudson, NY, 12534, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Brenda Ward 

Senatobia, MS, 38668, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Deborah Leonardo 

Powell, OH, 43065, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bob Shafer 

Tulsa, OK, 74137, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jack Lewis 

Mandeville, LA, 70471, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Angela Harris 

Miami, FL, 33168, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Krystelle Rogers 

Campbell, CA, 95008, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ann Sturkie 

Cassatt, SC, 29032, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Darla Davis 

Azle, TX, 76020, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sandra Waller 

Saucier, MS, 39574, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
ANNETTA CVETKOVSKI 

BUFFALO, NY, 14224, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Audi Chavez 

Grand Rapids, MI, 49504, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sharon DelOrefice 

Jensen Beach, FL, 34957, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Octavia Morris 

Verona, PA, 15147, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Julia Roseborough 

Tampa, FL, 33610, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Roberta Edens 

Cincinnati, OH, 45241, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Irmagarcia Garcia 

Sunland, CA, 91040, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rudolph Freeman 

Conway, SC, 29526, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Katie Starbird-Tierney 

Takoma Park, MD, 20912, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Maikel Dragoni 

Euless, TX, 76040, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Etta Riley 

Breckenridge, TX, 76424, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Annie Duncan 

Midway Park, NC, 28544, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ranisha Tenner 

Sacramento, CA, 95824, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
FENESE CARTER 

Hillside, NJ, 07205, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Vanetta Wallick 

Philadelphia, PA, 19111, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sherri Hall 

Poway, CA, 92064, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Judith King 

Menomonee Falls, WI, 53051, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Teri Chiorello 

Trenton, NJ, 08618, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Karen Mcneil 

Omaha, NE, 68137, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kimberly Lech 

New Bedford, MA, 02745, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Wayne Painovich 

Honolulu, HI, 96817, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
mike smith 

Mocksville, NC, 27028, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
David Muncie 

Frankfort, KY, 40601, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Loren Jarvis 

Tucson, AZ, 85748, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
John Sunseri 

Slidell, LA, 70458, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ellis Andino 

Bronx, NY, 10456, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jean Dufresne 

Homosassa, FL, 34448, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kenneth Hendershot 

Felton, DE, 19943, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Glenna Vanluedawson 

Ada, OH, 45810, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Philip Nicolaev 

Hialeah, FL, 33012, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Blake Abbott 

Marietta, SC, 29661, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Melanie Autry 

Covington, KY, 41011, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cindy Bowles 

Davenport, FL, 33836, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carol Holloway 

Russellville, KY, 42276, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michele Perrini 

Port Richey, FL, 34668, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nickie Grudowski 

Fond du Lac, WI, 54935, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Leona Ritchie 

Davenport, FL, 33897, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Patricia Gable 

Stroud, OK, 74079, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathleen Kalama 

San Leandro, CA, 94577, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Yvonne Shreeve 

Rancho Cordova, CA, 95742, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Eric Wright 

Ijamsville, MD, 21754, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Donald Degreenia 

Concord, NH, 03301, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
david hagelberger 

Cumberland, WI, 54829, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tony Page 

Easley, SC, 29642, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Irma Gentry 

Midlothian, TX, 76065, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Margaret Kane 

Fort Myers, FL, 33907, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
helen landry 

Southport, NC, 28461, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
charles sheehan 

Bradenton, FL, 34203, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sarah Payne 

BluUton, SC, 29909, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Hildergarde Shirley 

Saint Petersburg, FL, 33705, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Patricia Yarber 

Old Town, FL, 32680, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
deborah fedora 

Staten Island, NY, 10312, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Walter Hendricks 

Newton, NJ, 07860, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Barth Lemke 

Charles City, IA, 50616, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gerri Lindsey 

Leitchfield, KY, 42754, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dianna Miske 

Johnstown, PA, 15905, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Susan Hollander 

Bourbonnais, IL, 60914, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Patsy Salgado 

Midland, TX, 79705, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Janine Moore 

Waterville, ME, 04901, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
shera steele 

Erie, PA, 16502, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary Bruey 

Norfolk, CT, 06058, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kim Tate 

Scottsville, VA, 24590, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Stanleyi Castillo 

Farmington, NM, 87401, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jeanine Mavica 

Trenton, NJ, 08628, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Guerin Goldsmith 

Manassas, VA, 20112, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jim Baer 

Lumberton, NJ, 08048, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Catron 

Monticello, KY, 42633, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Teresa Hitchcock 

Longmont, CO, 80504, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Linda Shoup 

Paulden, AZ, 86334, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Terri Birdzell 

Pittsburg, CA, 94565, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dana cHEEK 

Montgomery, AL, 36104, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Christine Bogan 

Louisville, KY, 40291, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Barbara Knight 

Macon, GA, 31210, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mike Rakoczy 

BuUalo, NY, 14213, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
ArgenisJes Hurtadobarreto 

Chicago, IL, 60632, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Chris Roragen 

Fosston, MN, 56542, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
William Perez 

Yucaipa, CA, 92399, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Iris Sanchez 

Orlando, FL, 32822, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joseph Folkenroth 

Clinton, AR, 72031, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gloria Mitchell 

Wareham, MA, 02571, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Panta Barnes 

Scott City, MO, 63780, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Guadalupe Escalante 

San Antonio, TX, 78245, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bj Lucky 

Olive Branch, MS, 38654, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Susan Watkins 

Worthington, OH, 43085, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michael Goforth 

Fredericktown, MO, 63645, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Katherine Coates 

SILVER SPRINGS, NV, 89429, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
James Fritz 

Sioux Falls, SD, 57107, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
cynthia starr kruggel 

Colo Spgs, CO, 80916, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sundea Allen 

Durant, MS, 39063, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
James Campbell 

Delray Beach, FL, 33445, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jackie Alves Woody 

Palm Springs, CA, 92264, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Trisha Gibson 

Davenport, IA, 52806, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Brenda Hines 

San Antonio, TX, 78227, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jeanette Barnard 

Simi Valley, CA, 93065, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Shelly Hansen 

Rincon, GA, 31326, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rachel Valladares 

Ontario, CA, 91764, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jessica Mannisi 

St. Louis, MO, 63104, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Holly McKee 

Battle Creek, MI, 49017-3397, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
bonnie jewell 

Denver, CO, 80221, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ronald Helfrich 

Waverly, IA, 50677, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary Alva 

Amarillo, TX, 79108, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
mickey greenhalgh 

Layton, UT, 84041, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Clayton Siemens 

Oregon City, OR, 97045, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joseph Natividad 

Sacramento, CA, 95821, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
tammy waters 

Glendale, SC, 29346, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Russ Hanvey 

Townville, SC, 29689, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joe F 

Prescott, AZ, 86303, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bobbie Rubel 

Longwood, FL, 32779, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Norma McFadden 

sandusky, OH, 44870, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joni Anderson 

Glendive, MT, 59330, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rick Carlson 

Cosmos, MN, 56228, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Claudia Prather 

Middletown, MD, 21769, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rebecca Cutler 

Kansas City, MO, 64110, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Linda Macke 

Moultrie, GA, 31768, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
GHABY BARRAZA 

YUMA, AZ, 85365, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mike Lavender 

Tuscaloosa, AL, 35405, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
natalie dewert 

Campbell, NY, 14821, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
jeUry harris 

Columbus, GA, 31903, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Stacy Wilson 

Stillwater, OK, 74074, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
mildred lanauze 

Schenectady, NY, 12305, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jim Wyatt 

Danville, VA, 24541, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lindsey Brewster 

Poland, IN, 47868, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joseph Surrett 

Pelzer, SC, 29669, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Penny Spivey 

Oakhurst, TX, 77359, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Henry Kilty 

Ipswich, MA, 01938, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
gary carlson 

Lombard, IL, 60148, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tony T. 

ft pierce, FL, 34949, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Duke Unavailable 

Buga, NC, 28390, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Phillip Sherard 

Walnut Creek, CA, 94595, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michelle Lord 

Chicago Ridge, IL, 60415, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Leonard Bargas 

Fresno, CA, 93728, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Laura Dickson 

Lebanon, OR, 97355, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tara Cisneros 

Winnetka, CA, 91306, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ernie Passeos 

Akron, OH, 44303, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sandra Minton 

Lenoir, NC, 28645, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Arthur GuUey 

Las Vegas, NV, 89106, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michael Fontenot 

Ville Platte, LA, 70586, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lynda Fishburn 

El Dorado Springs, MO, 64744, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Davaun Wordlaw 

Detroit, MI, 48224, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
shirley chandler 

Miami, FL, 33169, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marsha Cowart 

Edgewater, FL, 32132, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Johnnie Darby 

Enid, MS, 38927, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathleen Long 

Bay City, MI, 48706, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Maureen Hoss 

Disputanta, VA, 23842, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ellen Suthard 

Saint Petersburg, FL, 33710, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Janice Stockman 

Bassett, VA, 24055, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tamara Franklin 

New Haven, IN, 46774, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Scott Adams 

New Hampton, NH, 03256, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sandra Hutchinson 

Lansing, MI, 48906, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cynthia Vitagliano 

Bklyn, NY, 11219, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Heather Pierre 

Burlington, IA, 52601, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Angela Rynicki 

Lansing, MI, 48910, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Uniquah Savage 

Willingboro, NJ, 08046, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Barbara Wiseman 

Hermitage, TN, 37076, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tina Parker 

Russellville, KY, 42276, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
James Peet 

Ashtabula, OH, 44004, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Len Kaihara 

Chicago, IL, 60639, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gary Odenthal 

Elizabeth, PA, 15037, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joyce Parmentier 

Glendale, AZ, 85308, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rhonda Collins 

Burnham, ME, 04922, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ernest Somerville 

Pearland, TX, 77584, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kimberley Grealis 

Crestwood, KY, 40014, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rodolfo Gutierrez 

El Paso, TX, 79932, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
James Johnson 

Milledgeville, GA, 31061, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Laurie Blumenthal 

Potomac, MD, 20854, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dusty Mcfarland 

Enid, OK, 73703, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
lee woodley 

Chocowinity, NC, 27817, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carol Giambertone 

MIDDLETOWN, DE, 19709, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Deborah Hairston 

Browns Summit, NC, 27214, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Paul Neill 

Burtonsville, MD, 20866, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Susie Graham 

Wheatland, MO, 65779, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Loretta Davis 

Woodstock, GA, 30188, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Richard Dziedzic 

Kansas City, MO, 64137, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Maureen Busch 

Chicago, IL, 60655, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Amy Giertz 

Rifle, CO, 81650, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Betty Beatty 

Absecon, NJ, 08205, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cassandra David 

Pueblo, CO, 81007, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kristian McCarthy 

Rockport, MA, 01966, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sandra deKiserre 

Los Angeles, CA, 90045, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ron Fish 

Eugene, OR, 97402, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Blakley 

Bowling Green, KY, 42101, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Alexander 

Charlotte, NC, 28209, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Elizabeth Ryburn 

Maryville, TN, 37803, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rodney Burton 

Opa Locka, FL, 33055, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
velia mitts 

Modesto, CA, 95351, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lori Foret 

Metairie, LA, 70002, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Elisa Hubbard 

Watertown, NY, 13601, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Pat Kecskes 

DEARBORN, MI, 48126, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
laura wood 

Prairie du Sac, WI, 53578, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
brenda cannon 

Racine, WI, 53406, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Greg Eye 

Potosi, MO, 63664, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cheryl Long 

Slatington, PA, 18080, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bertha Reuben 

Clinton, MS, 39056, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary Farmer 

Arden, NC, 28704, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marlene Pinnone 

Auburndale, MA, 02466, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
MIsty Gillam 

Cape Coral, FL, 33904, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Susan Green 

Rochester, NY, 14610, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Amanda Weast 

Pekin, IL, 61554, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jack Macdonaldhilton 

Worcester, MA, 01609, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ellen Mathews 

Grants Pass, OR, 97526, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sue Ameijide 

BEACON, NY, 12508, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
John Fletcher 

Greeneville, TN, 37745, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lillie Delossantos 

Ukiah, CA, 95482, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Daniel Test 

Knoxville, TN, 37921, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Frank Spangler 

Prince, WV, 25907, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rhonda Wyatt 

Lynchburg, VA, 24501, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Steve Fenton 

Las Cruces, NM, 88005, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lee West 

Los Angeles, CA, 90022, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Janice Bell 

Daytona Beach, FL, 32117, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jose Quesada Sr 

Brunswick, GA, 31525, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kelly Williams 

Windham, ME, 04062, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Charles Nesham 

Houston, TX, 77084, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Debra Hendricks 

Amarillo, TX, 79109, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Donald Lind 

BuUalo, NY, 14224, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michal Segal Rozenhaimer 

West Linn, OR, 97068, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Patricia Broome 

China Grove, NC, 28023, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Helen Cook 

Rockford, MI, 49342, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
William Ricketts 

Zeeland, MI, 49464, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dell Stroup 

Denver, CO, 80233, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Norah Schaefer 

Buckeye, AZ, 85326, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gustava Givance 

Memphis, TN, 38128, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Charlotte Smith 

Philadelphia, PA, 19107, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Barbara Smith 

Dewitt, VA, 23840, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Terryann Edgington 

Peabody, KS, 66866, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Richard Johnson 

Spokane, WA, 99205, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Callea Bennett 

Aurora, CO, 80015, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Denise Powersallmond 

Park Hill, OK, 74451, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nancy Cataldo 

Brewster, NY, 10509, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Julie Hill 

Rice, MN, 56367, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Virginiaa Strickland 

Lilburn, GA, 30047, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
George Mendez 

San Francisco, CA, 94110, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Linda Luzitano 

South Jordan, UT, 84095, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Karen Patterson 

Easley, SC, 29642, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Barbara Osborn 

Weatherford, TX, 76087, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Josh Taylor 

Aurora, CO, 80224, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Julie Henery 

Quinlan, TX, 75474, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Raymond Miller 

Sedro Woolley, WA, 98284, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jimmie Duncan 

JeUerson, TX, 75657, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
CaMiLlE Mcnerney 

CRESTVIEW, FL, 32539, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Stan Chambers 

Virginia Beach, VA, 23452, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lesby Torrez 

Miami, FL, 33157, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Margie Marino 

Belford, NJ, 07718, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary Ward 

Bangor, ME, 04401, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jose Rey 

Kerman, CA, 93630, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Melvin Black 

Potomac, MD, 20854, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Donna Dement 

Spring Valley, CA, 91978, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Moran 

Ridgeley, WV, 26753, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bethany Anderson 

Rome, NY, 13440, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ruby Fuentes 

Stockton, CA, 95205, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
John Bryant 

Kailua, HI, 96734, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Julliet Taah 

Lanham, MD, 20703, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary Mclean 

Rolling Prairie, IN, 46371, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bill Ferguson 

Glen Gardner, NJ, 08826, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
M Pezrow 

Birmingham, AL, 35244-3205, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Meg Lambert 

Zephyrhills, FL, 33539, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robbie Wilson 

Macon, GA, 31206, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Raymond Gonzales 

Albuquerque, NM, 87121, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Elizabeth Martin 

Yonkers, NY, 10701, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marie Galan 

McHenry, IL, 60050, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sirpirina King 

San Diego, CA, 92104, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
vickie walker 

Ellenboro, NC, 28040, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Madeline Lavalle 

Clinton, IA, 52732, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rebecca Ferguson 

Aiken, SC, 29803, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Anna Holtan 

Bourbon, IN, 46504, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Alissa Evaldez 

Bellflower, CA, 90706, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathryn Haddock 

Newnan, GA, 30263, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Irma Stalvey 

Homerville, GA, 31634, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
J Colon 

Pickerington, OH, 43147, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Linda Tucker 

Addis, LA, 70710, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Monique Duran 

Fort Worth, TX, 76164, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Judy Shearer 

Fayetteville, GA, 30215, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carla Barnhardt 

Meridian, MS, 39301-9350, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Debrah Marks 

Neenah, WI, 54956, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Victoria Harris 

San Antonio, TX, 78266, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Una Veronica Zieger 

Hawley, PA, 18428, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Leslie Loesch 

Lake Hopatcong, NJ, 07849, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Deborah Broner 

Horse Cave, KY, 42749, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gladys Gonzalez 

Chicago, IL, 60632, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Barbara Baltazar 

Houston, TX, 77036, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Denny Ostrander 

Burton, OH, 44021, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sylvia Washington 

Clarksdale, MS, 38614, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Earnestine newson Newson 

Indianapolis, IN, 46235, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Phillis Matthews 

Blairsville, GA, 30512, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Glenn Vosberg 

Philomath, OR, 97370, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Esther Baumgardner 

Abingdon, VA, 24211, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michael Burks 

Picayune, MS, 39466, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Terri Greenfield 

Roebling, NJ, 08554, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Julian Heitz 

Nashville, TN, 37221, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Susan Davis 

Lecanto, FL, 34460, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dennis Liske 

Ossineke, MI, 49766, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bernie Gosman 

Hobe Sound, FL, 33455, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Aneta Gapp 

Mesa, AZ, 85208, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Patrick Taylor 

Lawrence, NY, 11559, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Debi Neldon 

Smithville, AR, 72466, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Louise Richardson 

Farmington, NM, 87402, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Chris Crawford 

Biloxi, MS, 39532, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
John M. Mullaly 

State College, PA, 16803, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lois Bailey 

Chesnee, SC, 29323, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
David Bock 

Houston, PA, 15342, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Candy Barber 

Lakewood, CO, 80215, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Paul Souza 

Carpinteria, CA, 93013-1954, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Anthony Marchegiani 

Woodbury, NJ, 08096, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Craig Blackey 

De Soto, MO, 63020, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Daniel Vance 

Williston, FL, 32696, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jo Frederic 

Greenwood Village, CO, 80121-2123, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Frances Schurr 

Jacksonville, FL, 32256, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
TiUany Struwig 

Georgetown, KY, 40324, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Adrienne Sampson 

West Linn, OR, 97068, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michele gonzalez 

Kennedale, TX, 76060, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jayson Jackson 

Loveland, OH, 45140, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Etta Jean Schuler 

Warrensburg, MO, 64093, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Barbara Hathaway 

Glendale, AZ, 85308, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tracy Johnson 

West Linn, OR, 97068, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Susan Shenberger 

Salem, VA, 24153, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
William Renninger 

Eldred, PA, 16731, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathleen Barta 

Model, CO, 81059, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Barbara Pool 

Livermore, CA, 94551, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Leola Clarry 

Syracusr, NY, 13207, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Paul Stone 

Chicago, IL, 60618, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Laurie Youngleson 

Miami, FL, 33185, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary Palomo 

Phoenix, AZ, 85035, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dawn CoUman 

Anaconda, MT, 59711, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
MICHAEL WEINSTEIN 

Vernon hills, IL, 60061, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marjorie Browning 

Benson, AZ, 85602-7822, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dave Highland 

Thornton, CO, 80229, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carol Lesch 

Milwaukee, WI, 53222, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Richard Mell 

Boulder City, NV, 89005, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sandra Lane 

Houston, TX, 77043, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Connie Kneavel 

Nottingham, MD, 21236, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Doreen B 

Fairfield, OH, 45014, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Terry sturgeon 

Connersville, IN, 47331-2235, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sharon Riehl 

Collinsville, AL, 35961, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Candy Fischer 

Alton, IL, 62002, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Renee' Chandler 

Lenoir, NC, 28645, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
suz docimo 

grants pass, OR, 97527, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
J. Ison 

Highland Heights, KY, 41099, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Susan Woods 

Berryville, VA, 22611, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Julie Blodgett 

Mc Cormick, SC, 29835, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kate Ravenstein 

Milton, DE, 19968, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Frank Beran 

Springdale, IL, 62707, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Charli Howell 

Mobile, AL, 36619, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carla Ferris 

Mesa, AZ, 85206, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Charles Weller 

Branchville, NJ, 07826, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kristen Tiltti 

Covington, GA, 30016, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Karen Lindke 

Show Low, AZ, 85901, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Susan Ecks 

San marcos, CA, 92078, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
David Weiser 

Westbury, NY, 11590, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Victoria Baird 

Oak Harbor, WA, 98277, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rocio Lario 

Naples, FL, 34117, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Elizabeth Weil 

Tualatin, OR, 97062, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marti Estes 

Temperance, MI, 48182, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jacqueline Chambers 

Mansfield, OH, 44903, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Norma Romero 

Coolidge, AZ, 85128, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Kresse 

Chicago, IL, 60643, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kim Hall 

Omaha, NE, 68127, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Anne Gutowsky 

Blacksburg, VA, 24060, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dawn Wood 

Spokane, WA, 99201-7454, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jessica Schorr 

Sonoma, CA, 95476, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marcellette James 

RAINIER, OR, 97048-2706, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lindsey Johnson 

Wrightsville, GA, 31096, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Maritza Swiderski 

Hackensack,, NJ, 07601, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lorraine Forte 

New York, NY, 10009, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Alice Bergmann 

Jackson, NJ, 08527, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Limaries Phillips 

Petersburg, VA, 23805, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lynda Littlefield 

Seattle, WA, 98177, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
June Crownover 

Marion, TX, 78124, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Shannon Caruso 

New Haven, CT, 06513, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dr d Dassa 

waxhaw, NC, 28173, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sofia Elias 

Portland, OR, 97202-2135, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Amy Morgqn 

Metropolis, IL, 62960, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Shobha Eason 

West Linn, OR, 97068, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Christopher Hammonds 

northridge, CA, 91324, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ruth Hampton 

Hutchinson, KS, 67501, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Emilia Segura 

Hercules, CA, 94547, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Judi Armbruster 

Prescott, AZ, 86303, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathy Roberts 

Cambridge, MA, 02138, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathryn Egan 

Manning, SC, 29102, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mi Mi P 

Bethlehem, PA, 18018, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sara Rabbani 

Los angeles, CA, 90024, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Charles Wilfong 

Crandall, IN, 47114, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Phyllis Jenkins 

CARLINVILLE, IL, 62626, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
alea renfro 

ft worth, TX, 76116, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
GRADY Adkins 

Columbia, SC, 29212, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Donna Marie Fischetto 

Boca Raton, FL, 33432, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Susan Brown 

Pleasant View, CO, 81331, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Diane Meyer 

Farmington, NM, 87402, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
MISHAWN HOMME 

Goodridge, MN, 56725, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Angele Pettinato 

Linwood, NJ, 08221, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Elizabeth Leon 

Buena Vista, CO, 81211, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary D'Errico 

Murrells Inlet, SC, 29576, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Debra Wilson 

Deale, MD, 20751, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Shari Chassen 

New York, NY, 10021, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Davida Shevitz 

Springfield, VA, 22152, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kim Maynard 

MILL VALLEY, CA, 94941, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cheryl Berkey 

San Diego, CA, 92129, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
J.D. May 

Grove city, OH, 43123, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kim Ricker 

HOUSTON, TX, 77098, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Magda Webster 

El Paso, TX, 79930, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jessica Handelman 

Bronx, NY, 10469, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Myra Bickford 

Deering, NH, 03244, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Linda Matuszak 

De Pere, WI, 54115, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
George Page 

Chandler, AZ, 85249, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Frank Peachey 

Akron, PA, 17501-1613, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Elta WoodliU 

Everton, AR, 72633, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Karen LaFountain 

Idaho Falls, ID, 83402, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Barbara Hall 

Murphys, CA, 95247, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Karrie Guzman 

Albuquerque, NM, 87114, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathy Carl 

MISSOULA, MT, 59803, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sharon Lawson 

Kearnwy, NJ, 07029, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Linda Palmer 

Aurora, CO, 80011, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
J. Dana Forbes 

Carbondale, IL, 62902-0425, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
DAVID Callahan 

Dadeville, AL, 36853, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathryn Taylor 

Canon City, CO, 81212, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kelly Demuynck 

Ormond Beach, FL, 32174, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cynthia Vasquez 

Brooklyn, NY, 11207, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mysti Fyre 

GREELEY, PA, 18425, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
William Scott 

South Daytona, FL, 32119, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Janice Kalain 

Akron, OH, 44314, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Duane Webster 

Washington, DC, 20018, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Christine Tartaglia 

Wappingers Falls, NY, 12590, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Terri Mancini 

Woodbridge, VA, 22192, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Karen Hrencecin 

Bentonville, AR, 72712, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Diana Witt 

Elgin, IL, 60120, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
gary teachea 

great neck, NY, 11023, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Georgetta Richardson 

Minneapolis, MN, 55428, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carol PfeiUer 

Charlotte, NC, 28226-7926, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joyce Massucci 

Ormond Beach, FL, 32174, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bethany Taylor 

Reno, NV, 89509, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Phyllis Sellner 

Palm Desert, CA, 92260, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michaela Verber 

Westchester, IL, 60154, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nikki Kerlin 

Greensburg, IN, 47240, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Desda Kerr 

Port Jervis, NY, 12771, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Craig Sokolowski 

TraUord, PA, 15085, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
carol clements 

brentwood, TN, 37027, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Deborah Casey 

Colorado Springs, CO, 80921, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Adriana Betancourt 

REGO PARK, NY, 11374, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tracy Downing 

Yale, MI, 48097, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tony Worley 

Palm Springs, CA, 92262, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mike Skeen 

Berkeley, CA, 94702-1767, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Linda Birri 

Austin, TX, 78723, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Judith Slater 

Riviera Beach, FL, 33404, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Maggie Wartak 

Flushing, NY, 11354, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Pamela Hanson 

Waxahachie, TX, 75165, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sandra Pitts 

Portland, OR, 97202, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary Smith 

Milford, OH, 45150, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Patricia Mcelwain 

Chittenango, NY, 13037, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rena Joseph 

Rio Rico, AZ, 85648, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Em G 

Eustis, FL, 32726, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Georgina Wilson 

Oakland, CA, 94611, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Linda Favre 

Salina, KS, 67401, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Patti Seltz 

Naples, FL, 34114, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bonnie Garvin 

Bethpage, NY, 11040, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Helen Jaskoski 

Portland, OR, 97222, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jesse Johnson 

MIDDLETON, WI, 53562, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sandra Lauless 

CERRITOS, CA, 90703, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Leslie Schaefer 

Yellow Springs, OH, 45387, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Karen Margolis 

Philadelphia, PA, 19141-3813, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Andrea Jarrette 

CliUside Park, NJ, 07010, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
MATTIE JONES 

Philadelphia, PA, 19139, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathleen Glielmi 

Jacksonville, NC, 28540, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Pamela Page 

Downsville, LA, 71234, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Loretta E Keane 

Chandler, AZ, 85286, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Glenn Benjamin 

Chesapeake, VA, 23324, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Pat Dewar 

Great Falls, MT, MT, 59404, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
DONYA MELANSON 

Byfield, MA, 01922, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Maureen Fauser 

Los Angeles, CA, 90043, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Alan Babey 

East Hartford, CT, 06118, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jolene Red Hat 

Oklahoma city, OK, 73108, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Janet Spencer 

Sevierville, TN, 37862, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nellie Salisbury 

Ridgecrest, CA, 93555, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Shannon Collins 

Pelham, AL, 35124, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathleen Barnes 

SALEM, OR, 97306-9346, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sharon Devine 

Brookline, MA, 02446, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathy Faber 

Nahunta, GA, 31553-4770, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Eric Burkett 

Merced, CA, 95341, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
andrew geller 

BROOKLYN, NY, 11201, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Vickie Kreider 

Franklin, OH, 45005, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Amanda Thompson 

Bangor, ME, 04401, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Niels Pemberton 

Reston, VA, USA, VA, 20190, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kim HoUman 

Burlingame, CA, 94010, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Leslie Beesley 

Lawrence, KS, 66049, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lauren Thyme 

Santa Fe, NM, 87505, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nola Carstairs 

West Linn, OR, 97068, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tom Gray 

OLYMPIA, WA, 98502, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Laura Wright 

Hagerstown, MD, 21740, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Huber 

Oakland, CA, 94606, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Eric Naunapper 

Fort Myers, FL, 33908, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
john yeagley 

Geneva, NY, 14456, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cindy White 

Fremont, NE, 68025, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rebecca harding 

Akron, OH, 44301, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Danny Taylor 

Florence, SC, 29501, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
william Tait 

Tuckerton, NJ, 08087, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Anke Fachmann 

San Francisco, CA, 94121, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lavada Wonsey 

Mount Pleasant, MI, 48858, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joann Lacourt 

Green Bay, WI, 54303, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Denise Callahan 

DeKalb, IL, 60115, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Constance Norwood 

MANCHACA, TX, 78652, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Leslie G Landrum 

Springdale, AR, 72764-1183, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cat H 

Kalispell, MT, 59901, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary Keller 

Middleton, WI, 53562, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gabriela Vargas 

Bronx, NY, 10468, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joyce M Regan 

Arlington, VA, 22204-5818, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dana Segur 

Kansas City, MO, 64114, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Victoria Vogt 

Steelton, PA, 17113, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cindy James 

Pioneer, CA, 95666, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
ellen watson 

Bethania, NC, 27010, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Wayne McDaniel 

Montgomery, TX, 77316, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nicole Green 

Gladstone, MO, 64118, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kendra Lowry 

WINDSOR, CO, 80550, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Debra Pomranke 

Conway, MI, 49722, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Matt Cornell 

Durango, CO, 81303, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Elizabeth Hoefle 

Somers, MT, 59932, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cole Singer 

New York, NY, 10005, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dee Besch 

Abilene, TX, 79606, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Merrill Reno 

OREGON, OH, 43616, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tarek Badraoui 

Ormond beach, FL, 32174, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Christine Jira 

Long Beach, CA, 90806, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cynthia Wells 

Spring City, PA, 19475, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Charlin Garcia 

Forest grove, OR, 97116, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Felicia Laureano 

Hayward, CA, 94541, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tammie Rugani 

Merced, CA, 95340, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Richard Wing 

Carlsbad, CA, 92011, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Terry Thomas 

Kingston, WA, 98346, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Paddy Hammon 

Minneapolis, MN, 55406, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Danne Boch 

FlagstaU, AZ, 86001-3373, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Wendy Mori 

McArthur, CA, 96056, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lanna Stanley 

Chuluota, FL, 32766, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jon Sheehan 

Commerce, CA, 90201, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Shirley Pierce 

Fitzwilliam, NH, 03447, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dawn Taylor 

Lilburn, GA, 30047, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Karen Gordon 

SuUern, NY, 10901, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Julia Frisk 

Apex, NC, 27502, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sally Castiglia 

Van Nuys, CA, 91401, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sean Brown 

Hempstead, NY, 11551, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Victor Victory 

Sanantonio, TX, 78218, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gary Bartee 

Albany, OR, 97322, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Hector Beltran 

Glendale, AZ, 85307, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carla Kaufman 

Tucson, AZ, 85711, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dr laszlo Teleszky 

Berwyn, IL, 60402, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rhonda Lyle 

Granada hills, CA, 91344, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jackie Alley 

Clover, SC, 29710, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
JERI HAZELTINE 

Evergreen, CO, 80439, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Vincent Leone 

Laveen, AZ, 85339, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sally Shaw 

Nashville, GA, 31639, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Chris Wilson 

Aptos, CA, 95003, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Loreta Mikeska 

Whitmore Lake, MI, 48189, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
soteria papagiannopoulos 

ELMHURST, IL, 60126, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Colleen Lambert 

Lynnwood, WA, 98037, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Clerc Daniell 

Spencer, WV, 25276, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rita Heinz 

Durham, NC, 27701, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carole Dew 

Glen Ellyn, IL, 60137, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Raysa Daly 

Boston, MA, 02125, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Loydene mesimer 

Barnegat Township, NJ, 08005-2203, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
j w 

w, CA, 90706, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Renee Duncan 

Gainesville, FL, 32607, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary Holt 

Baytown, TX, 77522, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Caroline Lucas 

Lexington, MA, 02420, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carolyn Clark 

Hemet, CA, 92544, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marizol Hernandez 

Chicago, IL, 60639, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gerald Young 

Cincinnati, OH, 45231, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lois Seidman 

Bala Cynwyd, PA, 19004, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
LouAnn Dietz 

Gary, IN, 46407, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
John Speight 

Mesa, AZ, 85202, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Doris Alderman 

BOERNE, TX, 78006, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michael Morgan 

New Carrollton, MD, 20784, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ania Martinez 

ALBUQUERQUE, NM, 87198, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Angela HAMM 

Burbank CA, CA, 91506, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Anthony Gentry 

Pevely, MO, 63070, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
George Williams 

Elizabethton, TN, 37644, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Anastasia Eechter 

Williamston, NC, 27893, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Karl Simon 

Kew Gardens, NY, 11415, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathy Fitzmaurice 

Maplewood, NJ, 07040, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Paul Smith 

Bloomingdale, IL, 60108, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ian Kent 

Kirkwood, CA, 95646, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Keri Dunn 

Kirkland, AZ, 86332, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Vincent Ferri 

Middletown, NY, 10941, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Aurora Costa 

Piermont, NY, 10968, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Terry Hopkins 

Sioux Falls, SD, 57105, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Evalee Mickey 

Nirth Lierty, IA, 52317, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tim Brink 

Stockton, CA, 95203, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Adam Faigen 

Rockville, MD, 20850, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Linda Page 

Sequim, WA, 98382, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Vickie Hampton 

BROOKLYN PARK, MN, 55444, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Claudia C. 

Walnut, CA, 91789, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Imelda /Isis Sabelino 

Washington, DC, 20036, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Armand Kesik 

Southington, CT, 06489-3213, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Cap 

Fort Myers, FL, 33901, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rebecca D. 

Malvern, AR, 72104, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Brandi Tanner 

SCOTTSDALE, AZ, 85257, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dennis Beechey 

Nahcotta, WA, 98637, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Patti Mayer 

Coos Bay, OR, 97420, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Olivia LeMere 

Waukesha, WI, 53188, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marianne Rathman 

BuUalo, NY, 14208, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Traci Bailey 

Spanaway, WA, 98387, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Richard Gutierrez 

ALBUQUERQUE, NM, 87106, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dona Crane 

Chicago, IL, 60643, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Edward White 

Jamaicca, NY, 11434, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marlene Lawson 

Eden Prairie,, MN, 55347, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Pattye Lansdell 

Hoover, AL, 35242, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Darlene GriUin 

BAY CITY, MI, 48708, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ruth Sheldon 

Brisbane, CA, 94005, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nancy Spinelli 

Sedona, AZ, 86336-5902, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Paul Noble 

San Francisco, CA, 94102, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
JeUrey Clark 

Pasadena, TX, 77504, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Stevenson 

Houston, TX, 77056, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Amanda Rudd 

Rochester, NY, 14624, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joyce Murray 

Prosser, WA, 99350, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Susan ONEAL 

ASPEN, CO, 81611, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ron Dawson 

Marlow, OK, 73055, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Inge Wagner 

Los Angeles, CA, 90020, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Christi Miller 

Kansas City, MO, 64113, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michael Gulas 

Bosque Farms, NM, 87068, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Garth Rockcastle 

Shell Lake, WI, 54871, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
lloyd keen 

madison, WI, 53714, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Janina OBrien 

Baltimore, MD, 21210, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Williams 

Bullheas City, AZ, 86442-6422, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tracey Shellhammer 

Jenkintown, PA, 19046, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Javier Chacone 

BOCA RATON, FL, 33432, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jamie Valkovci 

Madison, IN, 47250-2713, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Diane Tabbott 

Jacksonville, FL, 32211-3283, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lynne Achterberg 

Santa Cruz, CA, 95062, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
diana rothang 

binghamton, NY, 13903, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rochelle Walter 

Kansas City, KS, 66103, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
James F Hopgood 

Independence, KY, 41051, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Breena Ryan 

North Billerica, MA, 01862, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Brenna Hamilton 

DePere, WI, 54115, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jeannette Di Lorenzo 

Winchester, CA, 92596, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joseph Byron 

Fairfield, CA, 94533, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
MAR OBRIEN 

Simi Valley, CA, 93065, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Curry Jerry 

Tucson, AZ, 85730, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Teresa Long 

Burnettsville, IN, 47926, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Heather Sutton 

Newton Grove, NC, 28366, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Christine vercellino 

Colorado Springs, CO, 80908, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ashley Bircher 

Cape Coral, FL, 33990, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Elizabeth Liebert 

Berkeley, CA, 94708, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
James Hitchcock 

Punta Gorda, FL, 33955, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathe Sehmsdorf 

Seattle, WA, 98115, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kara Bergwick 

Mapleton, MN, 56065, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Donna Gray 

Sumter, SC, 29154, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lauren Rock 

Cohasset, MN, 55721, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Andrea Klick 

Albuquerque, NM, 87105, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jesse Garcia 

Bullhead City, AZ, 86442, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Steven Overby 

Killeen, TX, 76542, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Stephen Parker 

Janesville, WI, 53546, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Alex Font 

Cincinnati, OH, 45255, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carlos Silva 

HENDERSON, NV, 89015, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Leslie Knisley 

New Oxford, PA, 17350, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mircellia Prodoehl 

Portland, OR, 97233, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michael Macauley 

Bloomfield Hills, MI, 48304, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
mahesh thadhani 

Gatlinburg, TN, 37738, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Judy Cobler 

altoona, PA, 16601, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
RUTH BOOHER 

Bristol, VA, 24201, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Randi Wintamute 

Cayuga, NY, 13034, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Harold Pellegrino 

Topeka, KS, 66610, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Christiana d 

Los Angeles, CA, 90029-3516, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Paulette William 

Astoria, NY, 11105, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary Ann Zitta 

Scottsdale, AZ, 85251, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Patricia McNabb 

Battle Ground, WA, 98604, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sa M 

san francisco, CA, 94109, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Anthony Kalenkosky 

Louisville, KY, 40215, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Georgann Truitt 

Cedar Hill, TX, 75104, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sherri Ann Barrett 

Lake Mary, FL, 32746, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Hollis Rich 

Portsmouth, VA, 23702, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marcella Grey Bull 

Poplar, MT, 59255, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Christopher Lama 

Azusa, CA, 91702, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Veronique Toinon 

New York, NY, 10029, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Barbara Christensen 

Twin Falls, ID, 83301, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lisa Gregory 

Roanoke, VA, 24016, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ruthann Wittmer 

Benson, AZ, 85602, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kirsten Hockaday 

Collins, MO, 64738, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
ANDREW SVENDSEN 

Royersford, PA, 19468, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary BoroU 

Morgantown, WV, 26501, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Erika Yucius 

Wilmington, NC, 28412, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lisa Joy 

Falmouth, ME, 04105, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Molly Tucker 

Whitmore Lake, MI, 48189, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kristi Portugal 

Pittsburgh, PA, 15206, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sherrie Dixon 

Freeland, MD, 21053, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Danita Droughn 

Staten Island, NY, 10301, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rita Faye Guthrie 

Peoria, AZ, 85381, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Shamar Davis 

Wesley Chapel, FL, 33545, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tana Stoiberg 

Los Angeles, CA, 91356, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
James Manning 

ravenna, OH, 44266, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Paula Gaskins 

Perry, FL, 32347, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Eduardo Morales 

National City, CA, 91950, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carol Brooks 

Oswego, NY, 13126, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Melanie Dunivan 

Morristown, TN, 37813, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Stephen Grucza 

Erie, PA, 16504, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tony Oby 

White Plains, TX, 79912, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
JoLynn Baethge 

FREDERICKSBURG, TX, 78624, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Judy Drain 

Pasadena, MD, 21122, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Charlene Ashley 

Elk Grove, CA, 95758, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
michael boshears 

san bernardino, CA, 92411, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Davif Kellogg 

Wattsburg, PA, 16442, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Debra Gritman 

Kodiak, AK, 99615, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
sunshine Ueltschy 

Wheeling, WV, 26003, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Douglas Wilson 

Aspen, CO, 81611, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Viola Lanham 

SaUord, AZ, 85546, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathy Woodrick 

Tucson, AZ, 85746, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Douglas Johnston 

Fort Worth, TX, 76116, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Crocker 

Fescplaines, IL, 60016, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Karen Fricovsky 

Pittsburgh, PA, 15211, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mark Anderson 

Duluth, MN, 55811, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kristen Nordstrom 

Westlake Village, CA, 91363, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cecilia Hunt 

Green Cove Springs, FL, 32043, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cajunr Coleman 

Mesa, AZ, 85201, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Edward Gutierrez 

Robbinsville, NJ, 08691, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Vonna Crabb 

OZARK, MO, 65721, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
suzanne stine 

kansas city, MO, 64127, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rebecca Cicala 

Norman, OK, 73026, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Teresa Freedom 

Rocky Hill, CT, 06067, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Paul Still 

Portland, OR, 97229, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
KENNETH RAWLINS 

SCOTTSDALE, AZ, 85251, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cindy Laughlin 

Caseyville, IL, 62232, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Latisha Brown 

Jamaica, NY, 11423, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
R Reese 

Conroe, TX, 77303, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathryn Ball 

Canton, OH, 44703, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Wendy Martin 

Belington, WV, 26250, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
WARREN ZIMMER 

Roy, UT, 84067, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Antoinette Culp 

Allentown, PA, 18104, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Patrick Marooney 

springfield, OR, 97477, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dennis Howard 

Cold Spring, KY, 41076, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Julia Earle 

Mt Pleasant, MI, 48858, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Liz Capua 

Oceanside, CA, 92056, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sheri Fairchild 

Niagara Falls, NY, 14305, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
T H 

Cleveland, OH, 44109, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Abbey S 

Sacramento, CA, 95812, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Linda Barrick 

Phenix City, AL, 36867, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Veronica Macias 

San Antonio, TX, 78253, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Andrea Plaid 

Detroit, MI, 48216, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kelsee Flawless 

Everson, WA, 98247, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Charlotte K. Mette 

Waukesha, WI, 53186, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ralph Bradley 

Eugene, OR, 97401, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Arthur Kimble 

Mesa, AZ, 85210, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
june deuel 

mayer, AZ, 86333, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sandra Dubin 

Stuart, FL, 34997, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Audrey Jones 

Springfield, OR, 97477, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
DONNY LEWIS 

SAN CARLOS, CA, 94070, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robin Weder 

Phila., PA, 19119, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lori Incandela 

Poplar Grove, IL, 61065, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Terence Bienvenu 

Lafayette, LA, 70506-6405, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kelly Schwier 

Aaronsburg, PA, 16820, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Irwin Eisman 

Mt. Sinai, NY, 11766, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robin & John Foutz 

Vinton, VA, 24179, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Karen Boyd 

Chesapeake, VA, 23320, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Victoria Herking 

Batavia, OH, 45103, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Andrew calcagno 

SCANDIA, MN, 55073, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ariele Parsons 

Heathrow, FL, 32746, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rodney Jording 

Phoenix, AZ, 85031, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Holly Allen 

Lena, LA, 71447, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Emi Pal 

Tinley Park, IL, 60477, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
william wilson 

Shady Side, MD, 20764, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
eduardo quintero 

colton, CA, 92324, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rebecca Lee 

Wilmington, DE, 19804, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Linda Palmer 

Cedar Rapids, IA, 52403, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
IAN O'HAGAN 

Chapel Hill, NC, 27516, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Debra Scheib 

Monroeville, PA, 15146, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Steph P 

NY, NY, 10012, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kevin Macdonald 

Belgrade Lakes, ME, 04918, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Pamela Brand 

Columbia, IL, 62236, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Charlie SAMOYLO 

Cold Spring, NY, 10516, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Melody Delparte 

Tucson, AZ, 85741, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
jennifer gardner 

San Diego, CA, 92105, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
rod hemmila 

Saint Paul, MN, 55110-3755, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joann Eckstut 

Glen Ridge, NJ, 07028-1207, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
rachel romack 

north wales, PA, 19454, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kim Benore 

Fremont, OH, 43420, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tanya Jackson 

Clyde, NC, 28721, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Katherine Wiseman 

KEOKUK, IA, 52632-2751, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Franklin Bigelow 

Pasadena, CA, 91107, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Max Tran 

Brooklyn, NY, 11218, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Thomas Martins 

AVON, MN, 56310, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tara Owens 

Santa Barbara, CA, 93111, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
L Cama 

Denver, CO, 80222, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Diane Kimar-Luman 

Sparta, MI, 49345, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michelle Thomson 

BOULDER, CO, 80305, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Eileen Reich 

Hopkinton, MA, 01748, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michael Harvey 

Cross Lanes, WV, 25313, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Alexa Pallas 

Encinitas, CA, 92024, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jennifer Marriott 

Ft Lauderdale, FL, 33308, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Hassan Safavi 

Los Angeles, CA, USA, CA, 90024, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Herbert Schulz 

Northglenn, CO, 80233, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ashley Millard 

Yuba City, CA, 95993, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nancy Campbell 

Indianapolis, IN, 46254, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Beverly Munden 

Yalaha, FL, 34797, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gail Mcfarland 

Peoria, AZ, 85345, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Meera P 

FREMONT, CA, 94539, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Karen R 

Sedona, AZ, 86351, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Krista Shumake 

Grand Haven, MI, 49417, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
SUZANNE DRAKE 

CAROLINA BCH, NC, 28428, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Greg Uitto 

Boulder, CO, 80304, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Eve Springer 

Eugene, OR, 97401, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ricky Gray 

La Grange, NC, 28551, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rosia Carmouche 

Sierra Vista, AZ, 85635, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nancy Harris 

Torrance, CA, 90501, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Martha Z 

Greensburg, PA, 15601, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Wendy Lewis 

Brentwood, CA, 94513, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
JeU Komisarof 

Potomac, MD, 20854, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jennifer Webster 

Felton, DE, 19943, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Christopher Kloppinger-Todd 

Gaithersburg, MD, 20886, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marissa Galan 

Minneapolis, MN, 55412, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dan Kizner 

Davisburg, MI, 48350, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Timothy Spurlin 

PHOENIX, AZ, 85016, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robin Trainum-Grubbs 

Mouth of Wilson, VA, 24363, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Celine Montijo 

Las Vegas, NV, 89134, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
NORMAN L RatliU 

MIAMI, AZ, 85539-1439, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Will Luu 

Seattle, WA, 98104, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sue Pilcher 

Dundalk, MD, 21222, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Martha Harris 

San Rafael, CA, 94903, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Thomas C. McLqughlin 

Wilkes-Barre, PA, 18702, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary Kingren 

Patchogue, NY, 11772, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
larry craig 

waupaca, WI, 54981, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Krysta Workman 

Durham, NC, 27703, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Timothy Coughlin 

Ashland, OR, 97520, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lauren Scholtz 

Glenshaw, PA, 15116, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Stephanie Tucker 

Rossville, GA, 30741, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Timothy Charles 

Fremont, CA, 94538, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kristin Dubovsky 

Naperville, IL, 60565, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
TiUany Winchell 

Saint Joseph, MO, 64507, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cameron Farmer 

Azusa, CA, 91702, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Beth Clark 

Chester, VA, 23836, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Linda GiuUre 

Seabrook, NH, 03874, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Barbara Dees 

Salt Springs, FL, 32134, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathy OBrien 

Warwick, RI, 02886, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
R Reese 

Conroe, TX, 77303, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Fred Suhr 

Manhattan, KS, 66502, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gary Evers 

Puyallup, WA, 98374, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jacqueline Vrooman 

West Covina, CA, 91792, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kerry Steger 

Louisville, KY, 40214, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Thomas Cronin 

Howes Cave, NY, 12092, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Adelia Harrison 

Brooklyn, NY, 11226, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Andres Pruna 

North Miami, FL, 33181, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Janice Whitfield 

Los Angeles, CA, 90008, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Stephanie Moody 

Covington, GA, 30016, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Eric Madrid 

Springfield, MA, 01151, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lauren Anderson 

Rockaway, NJ, 07866, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Christopher Lankenau 

Philadelphia, PA, 19109, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Earline Sidbury 

Greensboro, NC, NC, 27405, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ralph Lachenmaier 

Ridgecrest, CA, 93555, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Stan Schmokel Portland 

Portland, OR, 97202, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
TiUany Werkowitz 

Littleton, CO, 80127, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Julie Young 

Colorado Springs, CO, 80911, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Janet L. Krawcke 

Detroit, MI, 48228, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Barry Plaxen 

Bloomingburg, NY, 12721, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Caitlin Burke 

Ridgefield Park, NJ, 07660, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Samdi Reinlie 

Port Aransas, TX, 78373, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Steven Harre 

Rock Hill, MO, 63119, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
preston white 

Las Vegas, NV, 89179, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
JESUS PORTO 

KANNAPOLIS, NC, 28083, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Christopher Rutt 

Chicago, IL, 60645, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Julia Oshea 

BONSALL, CA, 92003, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Christian Stivers 

FORTVILLE, IN, 46040, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
DANA OAKLAND 

Westover, WV, 26501, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michael Davis 

Mendenhall, MS, 39114, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Alicia Acevedo 

Perris, CA, 92571, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Providencia Velazquez 

El Paso, TX, 79901, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
JoAnn Thomas 

Richmond, CA, 94806, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jean Navarro 

Palm Bay, FL, 32908, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Yelyzaveta Strelets 

Los Angeles, CA, 90028, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Vicky Mendelsohn 

Tracy, CA, 95376, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ben H Johnson 

WestcliUe, CO, 81252, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cheri Iadevaia 

Camarillo, CA, 93010, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joanne Dunlap 

Rangeley, ME, 04970, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
KARA WITTSTOCK 

Windsor, CO, 80550, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Brittany LeBere 

Aurora, CO, 80017, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Zsuzsanna Aradi 

Los Angeles, CA, 90026, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cassandra Williams 

Brawley, CA, 92227, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bettie Fletcher 

Millville, DE, 19967, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ivonne Maza 

MIami, FL, 33183, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Steven Pell 

Brookline, MA, 02446, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Brenda Lesniak 

Cleveland, OH, 44135, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
William Phillips 

Bennington, VT, 05201, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Pamela Platt 

Saint Cloud, FL, 34771, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kerrie Golden 

Manassas, VA, 20112, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michael Peete 

OLIVE BRANCH, MS, 38654, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
lisa h. 

Forest Grove, OR, 97116, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ellen T Wright 

Lagrange, GA, 30241, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Roxanne Kelley 

Centennial, FL, 32250, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Irene Kraker 

Middle Village, NY, 11379, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michael Greslo 

PALM SPRINGS, CA, 92264, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
N RatliU 

BIXBY, OK, 74008, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
jay mancini 

Teaneck, NJ, 07666-5631, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
K N 

M, WI, 53150, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Loreen Brown 

Kenton, OH, 43326, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Elizabeth Harry 

Minneapolis, MN, 55406-3446, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Penny Rubinfine 

NY, NY, 10024, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kai Howard 

Reno, NV, 89509, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Elizabeth Fulmer 

Pollock Pines, CA, 95726, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Yen Pham 

EL Monte, CA, 91732, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
licia williams 

Plymouth, MI, 48170, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Alice Kennedy 

Kentwood, MI, 49508, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathy Waite 

Palatka, FL, 32177, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jocelyn Champagne 

CHADDS FORD, PA, 19317, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
C Hall 

Fairfax, CA, 94930, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sabrina Jensen 

Simi Valley, CA, 93063, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Linda Garrison 

Isalnd lake, IL, 60042, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Laura Kozma 

South River, NJ, 08882-2583, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ashley Rogers 

Alameda, CA, 94501, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lynn Borelli 

Gainesville, FL, 32601, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Janet Cummaro 

Katonah, NY, 10536, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marilyn Schoeman 

Seattle, WA, 98116, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jerry Johnson 

Denver, CO, 80205, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Suzanne Friedstein 

Huntington, NY, 11743, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Shari Boxer Baker 

San José, CA, 95126, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
David Field 

Northridge, CA, 91324-3808, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michael Newport 

Pine, CO, 80470, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Alan Papscun 

Stockbridge MA, MA, 01262, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kenneth Lang 

RANDOLPH, NH, 03593, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michael Evon 

Morehead City, NC, 28557, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cheryl Collins 

Austin, TX, 78749, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jessica Kinnard 

Brookings, OR, 97415, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jennifer Wilson 

Valley Village, CA, 91607, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joann Zugel 

Leavenworth, WA, 98826, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Alan Little 

Norfolk, VA, 23503, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Penelope Lane 

Stagecoach, NV, 89429, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Eric Schneider 

Venice, FL, 34293, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Peter Gotlieb 

West Orange, NJ, 07052, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Donna Hull 

Lago Vista, TX, 78645, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Elyse Cunningham 

Harrison Township, MI, 48045, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tania Borras 

Willits, CA, 95490, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Susan Chaloupka 

Boise, ID, 83702, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gery Kouni 

New York, NY, 10075, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
JeUrey Greif 

Venice, CA, 90291-3871, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Stephen Snell 

Fort Myers, FL, 33912, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sandra Slater 

Chicago, IL, 60626, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sara Fiske 

Fairfax, VA, 22033, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Karen Reichensperger 

Ely, MN, 55731, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Laurie Bobskill 

WEST SPRINGFIELD, MA, 01089-3050, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kate Lenthall 

WAWARSING, NY, 12489, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jasmine Venkat 

Reno, NV, 89511, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Britney Ginos 

Lompoc, CA, 93436, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Andrew Harper 

Napa, CA, 94558, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sam Flemming 

AUDUBON, NJ, 08106, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Walter Zamora 

Montauk, NY, 11953, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Neil Finnegan 

Poughkeepsie, NY, 12601, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kelly Amspacher 

DOVER, PA, 17315, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Noel Grygera 

Mount Pleasant, WI, 53406, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Brent Hambly 

Ormond Beach, FL, 32174, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Elizabeth McFarland 

Travelers Rest, SC, 29690, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joni Gilbert 

Cincinnati, OH, 45230, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kevin Petty 

Tempe, AZ, 85282, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathy Jo Ventrano 

Bellingham, WA, 98226, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Clarence Hornung 

Louisville, KY, 40219, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Katy Keys 

Bradenton, FL, 34203, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jaime Hayden 

New Richland, MN, 56072, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Chris Gruninger 

Cedar Park, TX, 78613, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nancy Krusoe 

Santa cruz, CA, 95060, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Debra Nattress 

Lewisberry, PA, 17339, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary Sugeir 

Arden, NC, 28704, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Alex Bichuch 

Sharon, MA, 02067, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Doug Fairchild 

EXCELSIOR, MN, 55331, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sean Haider 

Orient, OH, 43146, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Eric Rardin 

Alexandria, VA, 22306, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Denise Carpenter 

PERRY, IA, 50220, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Julie Werthman 

Sacramento, CA, 95822, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bruce Toth 

Cleveland, OH, 44135, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Aria Lester 

Lansing, IL, 60438, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Shiree Shafer 

ALAMEDA, CA, 94501, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Thomas Hale 

Asheville, NC, 28801-4368, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary Hamil 

Gulfport, MS, 39507, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Fewks RadcliUe 

Edison, NJ, 08837, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sandra Clark 

Tigard, OR, 97224, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Patricia White 

Salisbury, MD, 21804, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Thomas Bank 

Lemoyne, PA, 17043, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Barbara Schallmo 

Yonkers, NY, 10710, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jesse Pacheco 

Bakersfield, CA, 93305, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michelle Fox 

Three Rivers, MI, 49093, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Brian Cook 

Carmel, IN, 46033, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Erika Builder 

TELLURIDE, CO, 81435, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Renee Mattson 

Ashtabula, OH, 44004, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Hector Arias 

Albuquerque, NM, 87110, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Chris Rincon 

Surprise, AZ, 85379, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rebecca Calverley 

NEWBURY PARK, CA, 91320, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cicely Grauer-Stewart 

La Center, WA, 98629, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Keith Wilkinson 

Bryn Mawr, PA, 19010, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Irma Ross 

Norwalk, CT, 06854, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Teri Spray 

BRISTOL, WI, 53104, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Antonia Nelson 

Green Bay, WI, 54301, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carolyn Brown 

Webster, NY, 14580, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Steven king 

Cottage Grove, OR, 97424, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michelle Barstad 

Idaho Falls, ID, 83401, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Annette Novominsky 

Houston, TX, 77096, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
nancy williams 

phoenix, AZ, 85020, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kim Saylor Tharington 

CLEMMONS, NC, 27012-9802, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
James Chatterton 

North Canton, OH, 44720-8731, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Teresa Mcclure 

Maple Shade, NJ, 08052, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kirsten Wiberg 

Gloucester, MA, 01930-3240, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
James Zarichny 

Fulton, NY, 13069, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Bell, III 

Longmont, CO, 80501, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Coleen Houlihan 

Tamarac, FL, 33321, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kristie Devost 

Brattleboro, VT, 05301, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Roman Stadtler 

Bellingham, WA, 98225, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Andrew Longoria 

Harlingen, TX, 78552, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nanci Moore 

Fort Myers, FL, 33919, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joseph Williams 

Clifton Heights, PA, 19018, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Willow Rising 

Bakersfield, CA, 93312, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Christopher Stupnitzki 

Bristol, CT, 06010, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Janis Denman 

Douglasville, GA, 30134, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lenora Blake 

Florence, AZ, 85132, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lorrie Kazan 

Redondo Beach, CA, 90277, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Chris Schlack 

Easton, PA, 18017, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Laurie Harris 

Irving, TX, 75061, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lawrence Jacobson 

Portland, OR, 97219-6057, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rachel Coloma 

Appleton, WI, 54911, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
winnie edgerton 

Bloomington, IN, 47408, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Florence Alexander 

Los Angeles, CA, 90027, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marian Purtell 

Frederick, MD, 21702, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathleen OHara 

Saint Louis, MO, 63119, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bill Rosenthal 

Rego Park, NY, 11374, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lauree Shelton 

Washington, GA, 30673, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ayse Sancar 

İzmir, GU, 35320, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ronald Bolster 

Monroe, MI, 48161, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
George Athans 

Reseda, CA, 91335, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jessica Scheets 

Shelley, ID, 83274, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marci McKenna 

Latham, NY, 12110, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Stepheny McGraw 

Palo Alto, CA, 94303, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Luz de Armas 

MARLBORO, NY, 12542, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
e. v. johnson 

Oakland, CA, 94602, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Adam Skellett 

BINGHAMTON, NY, 13903, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Brant Moser 

Columbus, OH, 43227, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Frederick Frank 

McCormick, SC, 29835, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lauren Macchia 

Gloucester, MA, 01930, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sam Padmore 

New York, NY, 10018, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Thelma Bush 

Hopkins, SC, 29061, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carol Kamala Kinsey 

Stockton Springs, ME, 04981, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Victoria Johnson 

Jamaica, NY, 11434, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Perry Smith 

Lincoln University, PA, 19352, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nancy Prowell 

Honeoye, NY, 14471, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jayne Walton-Winnie 

Mokena, IL, 60448, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joyce Gutcher 

Tampa, FL, 33613, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
IAN Cardish 

New Braunfels, TX, 78130, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathy Bandstra 

Racine, WI, 53406, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Brad Barnoski 

Macungie, PA, 18062, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Heather Hogge 

STAFFORD, VA, 22554, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sandra Gay 

Bartlett, TN, 38135, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
clemence perslin 

vancouver, WA, 98686, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Melenie Lopane 

Helena, MT, 59602, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kevin Morris 

Jacks Creek, TN, 38347, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
John Martich 

Harrison Township, MI, 48045, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Victoria Monroe 

Rancho Palos Verdes, CA, 90275, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lynn Hayes 

Hopkins, MN, 55343, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ramana Heyman 

Winchester, VA, 22601, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Melissa Nuttall 

Salt Lake Cty, UT, 84118, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Simone Amadee 

Dupont, WA, 98327, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cindy Zamorski 

CLEMSON, SC, 29632, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Linda Ho 

Tampa, FL, 33624, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Edduyn Figueroa 

Granger, IN, 46530, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
David Richman 

New London, CT, 06320, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bertha Albright 

GLENDALE, CA, 91201-3012, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tovan Sujac 

Inverness, IL, 60067, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Stephen and Kathleen Hulick 

Brush Prairie, WA, 98606, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Wendy Stevens 

Charlotte, NC, 28214, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Janine Howell 

Anniston, AL, 36206, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathryn Salciccioli 

Farmington, MI, 48336, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gerald Peake 

Sand Springs, OK, 74063-8954, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
shira antonoU 

WoodcliU Lake, NJ, 07677, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Thays Moreira 

Miami, FL, 33143, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michael Mirabile 

American Fork, UT, 84003-3761, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sierra Wunrow 

De Pere, WI, 54115, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kendra Bryson 

MESA, AZ, 85208, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Stephanie Wagner 

Van Wert, OH, 45891, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lee Black 

Jamul, CA, 91935, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Richard Swinehart 

Romney, WV, 26757, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Anthony Frontiero Self 

Gloucester, MA, 01930, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Janet Binette 

Upland, CA, 91786, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sherrie Tullsen-Chin 

MIAMI, FL, 33102, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
CHARLES RITCHIE 

KANSAS CITY, MO, 64155, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Charles J Schultz II 

Freeland, MD, 21053, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Barbara Stagno 

Dobbs Ferry, NY, 10522, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Liz Pitt 

Detroit, MI, 48235, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marie Bernier 

North Berwick, ME, 03906, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Martin Hjortland 

Belleview, FL, 34420, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Alysia Johnston 

Laurel, MD, 20723, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Amy Bullington 

Mattoon, IL, 61938, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Betsy Schulz 

OAKLAND, CA, 94602, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Andrew Favorito 

River Vale, NJ, 07675, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
John Colen 

Cathedral City, CA, 92234, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Elizabeth Root 

Laurel, MD, 20707-5524, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Veronica P 

Edinburg, TX, 78541, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Landon KauUman 

COLUMBUS, OH, 43214, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Belinda Jain 

Norman, OK, 73072, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mark Emlet 

Clifton, VA, 20124, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Pedro Mier 

Jackson Heights, NY, 11372-5318, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Laura Schulz 

South Hill, WA, 98374, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
William Woodham 

Denver, CO, 80218, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tom Gogolin 

Klamath Falls, OR, 97601, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Chris Leverich 

Playa del Rey, CA, 90293, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
James Powell 

SPARTANBURG, SC, 29301, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bon Marie Munier 

Cedar Ridge, CA, 95924, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carla Scott 

Gilbert, AZ, 85233, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ann Campbell 

Davis, CA, 95616, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Craig Meston 

Manistique, MI, 49854-8848, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Paula Wende 

BAY CITY, OR, 97107, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Shane Culgan 

New York, NY, 10019, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Leila M 

Jacksonville, FL, 32207, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Brian Krysinski 

Minneapolis, MN, 55405, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Maria Cornelius 

SACRAMENTO, CA, 95864-6927, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Shari Seilheimer 

Mundelein, IL, 60060, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lynne Pariseau 

SANTA BARBARA, CA, 93110, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joe Hopson 

Anna, TX, 75409, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Esther McEgan 

Burlingame, CA, 94010, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jennifer Lanzer 

Davenport, FL, 33837, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Larry Carmack 

Waukee, IA, 50263, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Angela Fritz 

Front Royal, VA, 22630, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
robert Beckley 

poway, CA, 92064-5732, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kim D’Agnillo 

Providence, RI, 02908, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Malinda Lee 

Houston, TX, 77019, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Christy Wright 

Oxford, MS, 38655, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Heather Larson 

Garden Valley, CA, 95633, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Fred Navarro 

Royal Oak, MI, 48073, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Paula Lopez 

Victorville, CA, 92392, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lydia Bolmer 

GREENSBORO, NC, 27410, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bruce McWilliams 

Loveland, CO, 80537, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Laura Walsh 

Portland, OR, 97202, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michelle Embree 

Sacramento, CA, 95822, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ann Roylance 

Santa Fe, NM, 87505, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Karen Kunstler 

Sacramento, CA, 95864-2853, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joanne Barber 

Winter Haven, FL, 33880, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Karl Verbaarschott 

Pgh, PA, 15226, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Steve and Marie France 

CABIN JOHN, MD, 20818, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
clarisse shechter 

bristol, VT, 05443, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Philip Kendlehart 

Allen, TX, 75002, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Richard Austin 

Arlington, TX, 76012, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michael Tusken 

Rowland Heights, CA, 91748, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
David Chan 

NEW YORK, NY, 10002-3829, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Linda Andrews 

Stillwater, OK, 74074, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gail Longo 

Seattle, WA, 98117, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sylvia O 

Brooklyn, NY, 11210, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cynthia Lichtenberg 

LORDS VALLEY, PA, 18428, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nancy Gahtan 

Chester, NJ, 07930, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Radmila Lolly 

Miami, FL, 33133, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rick F 

Memphis, TN, 38017, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tom Murawski 

Renton, WA, 98058, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sandra Wozniak 

Raleigh, NC, 27616, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
K Murray 

Canyon Lake, TX, 78133, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Natalie Rosen 

Framingham, MA, 01702, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
B Paul Horne 

Boynton Beach, FL, 33436, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marla West 

Reno, NV, 89503-6834, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gwendy Haas 

Boulder, CO, 80304, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marguerite Smith 

Danvers, MA, 01923, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathy Guttormsen 

Holyoke, MA, 01040, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
EDWARD MIKEN 

DEMOTTE, IN, 46310, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joan Dutra 

Rocklin, CA, 95765, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Amy Zingery 

San Antonio, TX, 78228, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Donna Novak 

Bethlehem, PA, 18018, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Luz Gallon 

North Miami, FL, 33119, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Elizabeth Pilato 

Voorhees, NJ, 08943, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Daniel Deveau 

Groveton, NH, 03582, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Greg Nance 

Albuquerque, NM, 87111, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joanne Bailis 

Cleveland Heights, OH, 44106, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gaby Ramirez 

Chula Vista, CA, 91913, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jeremy Delaney 

Stockton, NJ, 08559, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Erik Haltrecht 

Boca Raton, FL, 33434, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Karen Davis 

Punta Gorda, FL, 33955, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
David Ramos 

mishawaka, IN, 46544, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
JeanMarie Vinecourt 

Raleigh, NC, 27603, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Susan DuUin 

St Augustine, FL, 32086, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Morrisa Cherie 

Interlachen, FL, 32148, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Danny Gott 

Altadena, CA, 91001, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
David DeWitt 

Visalia, CA, 93291, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Brandon Burnette 

Durant, OK, 74701, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sanaz Parsi 

Los Angeles, CA, 90024, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kristi McCollum 

DeWitt, MO, 64639, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Randy Hamann 

Appleton, WI, 54911, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
John Hondrogen 

Pelham, MA, 01002, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Phillip Ross 

Athens, TX, 75752, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michele Belluomini 

Philadelphia, PA, 19130, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Roberta Kuehl 

Woodbury, NY, 11797, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
April M Mcnally 

Plymouth Charter Township, MI, 48170, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Godinez 

Gilroy, CA, 95020-7750, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jean-Claude Guigot 

Yerres, CA, 91330, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Aron Walker 

san carlos, CA, 94070, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Erik Horeis 

Redmond, OR, 97756, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nicholas Rodinos 

Elmwood Park, IL, 60707, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
ELIZABETH KEDDY 

Petaluma, CA, 94954, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jacinda Peters 

Newport, PA, 17074, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dana Facaros 

Cleveland, OH, 44113, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Diana Aylor 

Fairfax, VA, 22032, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
David Harris 

Peoria, AZ, 85383, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
C G 

New York, NY, 10002, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Christine Kimmel 

Largo, FL, 33770, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Anita Baumgard 

Sauk Centre, MN, 56378, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mandeep Sharma 

Hamilton Sq, NJ, 08690, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Donna Ridlen 

Waukee, IA, 50263, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
John Scott 

Albany, NY, NY, 12208, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mark Westbrook 

Sacramento, CA, 95816, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kelli Ross 

Randolph Center, VT, 05061, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ron Zimmermann 

Cuba, MO, 65453, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Brandon Juhl 

Everett, WA, 98203, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Donald Bighorse 

Cameron, AZ, 86020, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Margaret Price 

Portsmouth, NH, 03801, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Deborah Haber 

Oxnard, CA, 93036, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
M O 

Chicago, IL, 60613, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sheila Collins 

Denton, TX, 76207, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Donna Zucker 

Mountain Lakes, NJ, 07046, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Paul Belle Isle 

Franklin, MA, 02038-1239, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Diane Lohwasser 

Rancho Mirage, CA, 92270, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Simon Magaziner 

Cockeysville, MD, 21120, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lynnie Neal 

Unionville, CT, 06085, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carol Liscinsky 

North Potomac, MD, 20878, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Patrick Flores 

San Antonio, TX, 78244, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Claressa Waters 

Fort Collins, CO, 80524, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Catherine a Wilson 

Nipomo, CA, 93444, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
aimee T 

CAYCE, SC, 29033, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lillian Timberman 

Jacksonville, FL, 32207, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kori Mill 

Chicago, IL, 60626, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Katrina Knight 

Kennewick, WA, 99336, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
elissha jeUerson 

Baltimore, MD, 21217, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Chris Mucha 

Oakland, CA, 94618, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Neal Gates 

Pacific, WA, 98047, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lynne Blanchette 

Derry, NH, 03038, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Puja Patel 

Woodbury, MN, 55125, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
James v Johnson 

West yarmouth, MA, 02673, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Laurie Gemza 

Kirkland, WA, 98033, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Natalie Wozniak 

Santa Monica, CA, 90404, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lisa Perry 

Redondo Beach, CA, 90277, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lauren Wedgwood 

Lexington, MA, 02421, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rachel Sanford 

Poplar Grove, IL, 61065, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Douglas McKenna 

Fall River, MA, 02724, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nicholas Frederick 

Erath, LA, 70533, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
sharon campagna 

park ridge, IL, 60068, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Raul Elia 

Hallandale Beach, FL, 33009, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
William Massengill 

Clayton, NC, 27520, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jaye Trottier 

BEDFORD, NH, 03110, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Deborah Wall 

Nashua, NH, 03060, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Willmott 

New Hope, PA, 18938, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
DARREL FOLLMAN 

FOREST PARK, IL, 60130, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Annette Murch 

Fallbrook, CA, 92028, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Hugh Sharkey 

Redwood City, CA, 94063, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Patricia C 

Scottsdale, AZ, 85252, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Debra NeckanoU 

N. Hollywood, CA, 91602, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cori Turner 

Austin, TX, 78758, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tya Stevenson 

Fort Smith, AR, 72903, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kelly Wynn 

Reston, VA, 20191, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
K Priefert 

Papillion, NE, 68046, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Meghan Vickers 

Jacksonville, FL, 32246, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marlene Lehmkuhl 

Bardstown, KY, 40004, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
juanita bronstein 

Allentown, PA, 18104, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Virginia GARZA-Robles 

Live Oak, CA, 95953-2379, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sharon Ward 

Harlan, IA, 51537, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Alan H. 

Clarkston, WA, 99403, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Stephanie Kew 

Corvallis, OR, 97330, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jennifer Ayers 

WILMINGTON, NC, 28405, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Brooke Preaseau 

Leesburg, AL, 35983, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joel Jacobson 

Oconomowoc, WI, 53066, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Patricia Turpin 

Melbourne. Florida, FL, 32935, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Amelia Henderson 

Kings Mt., NC, 28086, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
roger hayot 

los angeles, CA, 90045, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Philip Iacone 

Bala Cynwyd, PA, 19004, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
sonali perera 

North Las Vegas, NV, 89031-4527, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Amy Wenzel 

Farmingdale, NY, 11735, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jack Ferlise 

Trenton, NJ, 08609, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gayle Schmidt 

Covington, KY, 41011, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Adine Schoonmaker 

Earlville, NY, 13332, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Whitehouse 

Lexington, MA, 02421, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ryan Searle 

Cornelius, NC, 28031, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary Highland 

Fallbrook, CA, 92028, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cristina Dellangelica 

SAN RAFAEL, CA, 94903, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Maria Grande 

Reisterstown, MD, 21136, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Judy Wallace 

Topeka, KS, 66605, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
SAIKOUBA MANNEH 

Westbloomfield, MI, 48322, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
John Hartsough 

SPANAWAY, WA, 98387, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Christine Forster 

Oceanside, CA, 92057, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michael Cowl 

Ballwin, MO, 63011, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rebecca Mahmood 

Carbondale IL, IL, 62901-2640, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kim Dennis 

Arlington, TX, 76002, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Fred Miller 

Wurtland, KY, 41144, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Shannon Burke 

Tipton, IN, 46072, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ruth Limeburner 

camden, DE, 19934, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Teresa Moore 

Frankfort, KY, 40601, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sarah Sakakibara 

Los Angeles, CA, 90045-2643, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Walter Kyes 

Kalamazoo, MI, 49001, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
john davies 

Derwood, MD, 20855-2176, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gail Richmond 

PEABODY, MA, 01960, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Juliane Wagner 

Warren, MA, 01083, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lisa Lewis 

GARNER, NC, 27529, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Raymond G. Kalendek 

Albany, NY, 12205-5709, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tamara Lesser 

Agoura Hills, CA, 91301, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
John Vincent 

Rochester, NY, 14617, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jasmyne Reynolds 

Holyoke, MA, 01040, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Darlene Fetterman 

Toms River, NJ, 08755, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jerry Lujan 

Albuquerque, NM, 87110, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marie Ouillette 

Oru, AZ, 85623, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jimmy Polk 

Collins, MS, 39428, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ruth Levy 

Amherst, MA, 01002, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Angelina Schiedel 

Las Vegas, NV, 89117, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Brittany Jacobsen 

Hoboken, NJ, 07030, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
dorothy    dai-en friedman 

wainscott, NY, 11975, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
CHRISTIANA HOCH 

BAINBRIDGE ISLAND, WA, 98110, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Debby Lundmark 

Clermont, FL, 34711, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mark Gotvald 

PLEASANT HILL, CA, 94523, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rachel Banks 

Blacksburg, VA, 24060, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
KYLE BATES 

BEAVERTON, OR, 97007, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Curtis Brown 

Sandusky, OH, 44870, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
MICHAEL NELSON 

Willcox, AZ, 85643, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robin Pinsof 

Highland Park, IL, 60035, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tim Anthony 

Coos Bay, OR, 97420, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sean Meara 

Harrisburg, PA, 17104, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Randy Gondek 

Lockport, IL, 60441-9595, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Alexander Dunaev 

Marina Del Rey, CA, 90292, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Courtney ChristoUer 

Upland, CA, 91786, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
David Edelmuth 

MEMPHIS, TN, 38125, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carol Ritchie 

Beloit, WI, 53511, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lynn McDaniel 

Mobile, AL, 36609, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lynn StaUeldt 

greenwich, CT, 06830, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Melanie Malley 

Cool, CA, 95614, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jarom Gaytan 

Mesa, AZ, 85204, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Winston Rego 

Simpsonville, SC, 29681, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
stacey krieger 

Tonawanda, NY, 14150-2203, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Brett Mudd 

Louisville, KY, 40272, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robin Dash 

Somerville, MA, 02143, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Karen Bourque 

Fairlee, VT, 05083, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mike Scott 

Micanopy, FL, 32667, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathleen Principe 

Maricopa, AZ, 85138, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
michele battles 

EUCLID, FL, 33704, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Craig Kaspark 

Warwick, RI, 02888, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dale Lobdell 

Deposit, NY, 13754, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mike Wooldridge 

Colorado Springs, CO, 80831, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kristy Gordon 

Bradenton, FL, 34205, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kayla Hyde 

Rumford, ME, 04276, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bronwyn Hubbard 

Blacksburg, VA, 24060, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jaymi Pearl Hernandez 

Ypsilanti, MI, 48197, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
SUSAN TRANTULES 

FAYETTEVILLE, PA, 17222, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Albert Chou 

CLAYTON, CA, 94517, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Amy Rossman 

Corvallis, OR, 97330, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sharon Hefter 

Santa Monica, CA, 90402, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
John Giesler 

Lynnwood, WA, 98037, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Claudia Hasenhuttl 

Glendale, CA, 91206, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bob DePathy 

Winter Haven, FL, 33884, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Brook Finch 

Naperville, IL, 60563, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Theresa Giglio Voss 

Davenport, IA, 52803, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Annette Travis 

Saratoga Springs, NY, 12866, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marsha Orman 

San Diego, CA, 92128, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ellie Mayer 

Durham, NC, 27707, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Amelia Schachter 

LONGMONT, CO, 80501, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
dorothy reiners 

Pgh, PA, 15237, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Scott Batson 

Wakefield, MA, 01880, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jim Conard 

Mountain Home, AR, 72653, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Brenda Wolpa 

Tucson, AZ, 85743, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
John Tovar 

Cedar Falls, IA, 50613, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Perish Barnette 

Baltimore, MD, 21224, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sean Edmison 

Redmond, WA, 98052, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
L V Donet 

SURFSIDE BEACH, SC, 29575, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lydia Parsley 

Portland, OR, 97202, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cathy Walsh 

Spotsylvania, VA, 22551, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary Kay Sullivan 

Tucson, AZ, 85704, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ken Hildebrandt 

Nathalie, VA, 24577, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lisa Clark 

NAPLES, FL, 34110, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert SteUen 

Sun Prairie, WI, 53590-1812, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dale Nichols 

YADKINVILLE, NC, 27055-6268, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Emily Drabick 

New Providence, PA, 17560, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Aimee Pellegrin 

Houma, LA, 70360, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
vincent Lavizzo 

Simi Valley, CA, 93065, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
JeUrey Smith 

Pittsburgh, PA, 15237, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Charmaine Roman 

Sicklerville, NJ, 08081-1074, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joy Burhop 

Hanover Park, IL, 60133, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joseph Gibbs 

Caseyville, IL, 62232, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
LeGrand Hammeren 

Delta, UT, 84624, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Victoria Chiang 

GAITHERSBURG, MD, 20879, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
cheryl krippendorf 

freeport, IL, 61032, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Beatrice Siravo 

Fort Mill, SC, 29715, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
John Sarna 

Sherwood, AR, 72120, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
David Plant 

ANCHORAGE, AK, 99503, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sandra Spiegel 

Corinth, VT, 05039, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
woody maxwell 

ventura, CA, 93001, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Coger 

PUEBLO, CO, 81007, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Higgins 

Pittsburgh, PA, 15205, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Brittany Nelson 

Rockford, MN, 55373, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rose Rose 

Salisbury, MD, 21801, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Darcel Connolly 

string:GAHANNA, OH, 43230, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michelle Bochow 

Pierz, MN, 56364, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Alfred lomax 

Kansas City, MO, 64116, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Barry Trogu 

Toms River, NJ, 08757, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ryan Hanson 

New Orleans, LA, 70115, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Julie Germana 

Boynton Beach, FL, 33437, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Barb Delia 

Commack, NY, 11725, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary LeeShields 

Las Vegas, NV, 89103, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathy Anderson 

Shreveport, LA, 71104, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sheela Jackson 

Philadelphia, PA, 19114, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marcus Harris 

Santa Ana, CA, 92707, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ryan Anderson 

Palm Harbor, FL, 34684, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
lOIS kNOWLTON 

La Mesa, CA, 91941, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jim Spencer 

Centerville, MA, 02632, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
David Weaver 

New York, NY, 10027, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Linda Bertelson 

Norwich, CT, 06360, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ernest Avila 

Riverside, CA, 92501, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Frances Baker 

Los Angeles, CA, 90045, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joseph Boone 

San Luis Obispo, CA, 93401, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marla SheUler 

Norwalk, IA, 50211, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sherry Skramstad 

Scranton, PA, 18508, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Karen Luerssen 

Indianapolis, IN, 46256, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jennifer Soltys 

Worth, IL, 60482, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
KH Dellinger 

Ellensburg, WA, 98926, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
James Longman 

Los Angeles, CA, 90004, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Ferguson 

Ann Arbor, MI, 48108, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Laura Regan 

Gilbert, MN, 55741, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nina Findlay 

Salt Lake City, UT, 84111, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Garry Varga 

MC SHERRYSTOWN, PA, 17344, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Loretta Wickie 

Roswell, NM, 88201, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Latesha Harmon 

Michigan City, IN, 46360, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mona Lisa Hairston 

Eden, NC, 27288, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nicole Vioujas 

Ann Arbor, MI, 48103, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Charles Miller 

Syracuse, NY, 13210-2223, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dale Proulx 

Henderson, NV, 89015, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ursula Seelig 

JACKSONVILLE, FL, 32217, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Doug Lipman 

Atlanta, GA, 30345, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Elizabeth Roby 

Myrtle Beach, SC, 29588, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Wolf Rain 

Glencoe, MN, 55336, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gina DeLeone 

Redmond, OR, 97756, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marianne Montero 

Bronx, NY, 10471, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
dina blackwell 

Pittsburgh, PA, 15208, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bruce Latimer 

Katy, TX, 77493, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Francesca Fillmore 

Honaunau, HI, 96726, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Brook Beall 

Chandler, AZ, 85248, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ki Jung 

CHAPEL HILL, NC, 27517, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jo Ann Gabrielson 

Kirkland, WA, 98034, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Richard E. Duggan 

Kaneohe, HI, 96744-3101, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tracy Hickson 

Orangeburg, SC, 29118, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Davina Dobrovech 

Burbank, CA, 91505, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kara Peragine 

Sacramento, CA, 95826, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Barbara Ihme 

Minnetonka, MN, MN, 55345, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ayla Rapoport 

Washington, DC, 20003, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sheila Garner 

Raymond, MS, 39154, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cynthia Andre 

Ozark, MO, 65721, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jennifer Zahgkuni 

Daly City, CA, 94015, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Elizabeth Karpinski 

Norristown, PA, 19403, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cortni French 

Costa Mesa, CA, 92626, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Debbie Reynoso 

Claremont, CA, 91711, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Patty Woolums 

Phoenix, AZ, 85029, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lewis Marquart 

Columbia Station, OH, 44028, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Patricia A Tucker 

Chicago, IL, 60607, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Thomas Felbaum 

Latrobe, PA, 15650, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Thomas Stuckey 

Mount Horeb, WI, 53572-2347, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kim Grundowski 

Dallas, PA, 18612, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Maria Garibaldi de Luna 

Phoenix, AZ, 85041, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cynthia Martinez 

Virginia Beach, VA, 23464, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ric Bosch 

Bullhead City, AZ, 86429, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cristina C 

LAS VEGAS, NV, 89145, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Betsy McGill 

Philadelphia, PA, 19031, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marc Pettit 

Roswell, NM, 88201, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
LIZ THOMPSON 

LAS VEGAS, NV, 89157, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Stacy Smith 

Tucson, AZ, 85705, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rita Thio 

Walnut, CA, 91789, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Charlene Garcia 

San Jose, CA, 95133, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robin Zube 

Millersburg, MI, 49759-9709, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rosemarie Pace 

Middle Village, NY, 11379, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kimberly Cummings 

Provo, UT, 84606, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bruce A. Harris 

Vilas, NC, 28692, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carola Detrick 

San Rafael, CA, 94901, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cynthia Jones 

Greensboro, NC, 27406, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Diana Reustle 

Morrisville, PA, 19067, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
kate jacobs 

hamilton, NJ, 08610, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ashley Nabozny 

Danvers, MA, 01923, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sharon Ridgers 

Silver Spring, MD, 20905, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Shanna B 

Glennville, GA, 30427, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marie Jay 

West Milton, OH, 45383, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Adrienne Garvey 

Claremore, OK, 74019, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
James Wilcox 

Winchester, VA, 22603-4279, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Timothy Burgess 

Williamstown, KY, 41097-3424, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Frances Allred 

Taos, NM, 87571, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Judith Brook 

Three Rivers, MI, 49093, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Penelope Grover 

Wilmington, NC, 28401, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
P Unger 

Windfall, IN, 46076, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
N Sparling 

Warren, MI, 48092, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
jeUrey gauthier 

Flushing, MI, 48433, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Alejandra Lara 

Phx, AZ, 85041, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Elena Sperow 

Davisburg, MI, 48350, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Angela Scooler 

Portland, OR, 97233, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carolyn Cloyd 

Franklin, TN, 37064, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Claudia Garcia 

San Antonio, TX, 78245-4674, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kim Hannon 

Milton, FL, 32570, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kimberly York 

Roseville, MI, 48066, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sophia Ware 

Aurora, CO, 80047, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Krissy Wilson Carey 

Groton, MA, 01450, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lea Davidson 

Mount Vernon, WA, 98274, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nicholas Monitto 

Kissimmee, FL, 34744, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mandy Bell 

Los Angeles, CA, 90004, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kelly Smith 

Derry, PA, 15627, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Justin Amos 

Fort Wayne, IN, 46803, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Patrick Morbach 

Racine, WI, 53402, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Holly Marr 

Pennington, NJ, 08534-2118, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
JANET AMANN 

Ocala, FL, 34482, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lisa Gronert 

Kankakee, IL, 60901, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kelly McFarland 

Scottsdale, AZ, 85258, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Winona Lavris 

Beach Park, IL, 60099-3827, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Reno Frissen 

Greensboro, NC, 27409, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Caroline Gihlstorf 

Chapel Hill, NC, 27516, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rose Granfors 

Haughton, LA, 71037, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mitchel Pamplin 

Manhattan, NY, 10026, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
John Schaechter 

Canton, MA, 02021, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Julie Ruggiero 

South Huntington, NY, 11746, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marybeth Pallante 

Sun City, AZ, 85351, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Randall Combs 

Corning, NY, 14830-1500, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lynda Green 

Allston, MA, 02134, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Yury Varshavsky 

Charlottesville, VA, 22911, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
LILLIAN SANTANA 

MORIAH, NY, 12960, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Alyssa Fregoso 

Chino Hills, CA, 91709, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
c genes 

dedham, MA, 02026, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joseph Thompson 

Palm Desert, CA, 92211, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
John Dorr 

Gold Hill, OR, 97525, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Margaux Vilseck 

Ephrata, PA, 17522, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Laura D. 

Atlanta, GA, 30318, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Johnelle Deglane 

VISALIA, CA, 93277, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jerry Swanson 

Rockford, IL, 61108, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Susan Fleenor 

Loveland, CO, 80538, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
B Wilson 

Kingsford, MI, 49802, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Paul Shanahan 

PELHAM, NH, 03076, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Paul McShea 

San juan, PR, 00907, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
David Sampson 

Holiday, FL, 34691, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ted Matthew 

Denver, CO, 80218, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Charlie Wrag Jr. 

Teaneck, NJ, 07666, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Charles Fillipucci-Arnett 

Hillsboro, OR, 97123, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Stephanie Rohrbaugh 

Henderson, NV, 89044, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Karen Linam 

Merced, CA, 95343, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Martha Challis 

Blythewood, SC, 29016, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Micheal McClendon Sr 

Chattahoochee, FL, 32324, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Regina Kozak 

Beaver Falls, PA, 15010, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Fran Marra 

OAKHURST, NJ, 07755, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sue Ameijide 

Beacon, NY, 12508, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Shawn Marsh 

Vancouver, WA, 98665, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Margaret Mooney 

Costa Mesa, CA, 92626, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dale Ude 

Lusby, MD, 20657, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kari Adams 

Clearwater, FL, 33764, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marla Hackett 

Mesa, AZ, 85205, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ruby Ighodaroeregie 

Largo, MD, 20774, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Keith Chichester 

Gallatin, TN, 37066, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michael Destefano 

Rochester, NY, 14624, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rhonny Tufino 

Greenacres, FL, 33463, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Shannon Patrick 

Las Cruces, NM, 88007, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ed Price 

Denver, CO, 80230-6890, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lisa Kenney 

Amherst, NY, 14226, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carol Taniguchi 

Carson City, NV, 89705, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Darlene Bowen 

Newport, OR, 97365, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Leslie Feldman 

Danbury, CT, 06810, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jean Davis 

Montrose, CA, 91020, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carol Beyer 

Greenleaf, WI, 54126, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mark Wheeler 

Portland, OR, 97215, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jon Harrison 

Hattiesburg, MS, 39401, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Brian Horner 

Hammonton, NJ, 08037, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sura Tala 

Unionville, IN, 47468, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Margaret Anderson 

ALTA LOMA, CA, 91701, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Elizabeth Lesko 

HOPE, NJ, 07844, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ryan Sanders 

Lawrenceburg, TN, 38464, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lawrence Tapia 

Albuquerque, NM, 87114, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Steven Wychor 

Salem, MA, 01970, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Hector Bertin 

Whiteville, TN, 38075-8419, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dennis Bull 

Portland, OR, 97202, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Julie Shepherd 

Cuyahoga Falls, OH, 44221, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sherrie K 

Lunenburg, MA, 01462, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Yasotha Sriharan 

Belchertown, MA, 01007, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Halie Hennessey 

Cape May, NJ, 08204, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ryan Yang 

Temple City, CA, 91780, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Amy Schmidt 

Fischer, TX, 78623, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Eileen Stark 

Portland, OR, 97212, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Pamela Poindexter 

Ponca City, OK, 74601, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Paul Bae 

Katy, TX, 77494, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tom Gose 

Branson, MO, 65616-3693, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Keith Wright 

Glendale, CA, 91201, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Theresa Hundchen 

Tracy, CA, 95377, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Laura Ravet 

GREEN BAY, WI, 54301-3425, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marilyn Sousa 

Hampton, NH, 03842, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sandy Lorenzo 

Ridge, NY, 11961, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tom Erwin 

Cincinnati, OH, 45255, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jesse A Walls 

Hill, TX, 76627, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Mathes 

Centerville, IN, 47330, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Susan Darrah 

Portland, OR, 97218, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Amy Wettlaufer 

Saint Clair Shores, MI, 48080, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Douglas Kuhel 

Huntington Beach, CA, 92647, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Elizabeth Ehrenzeller 

Baldwin Park, CA, 91706, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathleen Balcom 

Camarillo, CA, 93010, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Meghan Chenoweth 

Auburn, AL, 36830, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tonya Heath 

LaGrange, GA, 30240, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ros Boyd 

Baltimore, MD, 21236, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jon Harrell 

Weston, FL, 33332, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Paola Aguilar 

Chicago, IL, 60657, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Laurel Fee 

DAYTONA BEACH, FL, 32118-3640, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dina Rosenblum 

Media, PA, 19063, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Karen Drum 

Clinton Township, MI, 48035, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Alexandra Yurkovsky 

Berkeley, CA, 94702, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
John Kloor 

Bowling Green, OH, 43402, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kyle Verma 

Pittsburgh, PA, 15217, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Guido Bondioli 

Mesa, AZ, 85203, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cheryl Noone 

Iselin, NJ, 08830, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jessica Dunlap 

Red Hill, PA, 18076, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Alyssa Mix 

GILBERT, AZ, 85234, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Beverly MacDonald 

Salem, NH, 03079, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cynthia Davis 

Berwick, ME, 03901, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nancy Hurtado 

Llano, CA, 93544, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Julie Fischer 

St. Paul, MN, 55116, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Doris Galvez 

Newhall, CA, 91321, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kristina Cover 

Winter garden, FL, 34787, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Darrell Huntley 

Newport News, VA, 23607, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gary Pasqua 

Hobe sound, FL, 33455, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathy Jordan 

San Antonio, TX, 78232, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joanne Robideau 

North Wales, PA, 19454, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Christie P 

Wilmington, DE, 19803, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nancy Zaman 

Beverly Hills, CA, 90212, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
GLENDA FRANK 

New York, NY, 10025, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jackson Gillman 

Onset, MA, 02558, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
LINDA LAVINE 

Largo, FL, 33771, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nikki DuUy 

Virginia Beach, VA, 23451, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ellen Brummett 

Harrogate, TN, 37752, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Javier Reza 

Capitola, CA, 95010, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Megan Kelley 

Ocala, FL, 34482, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
charles parent 

enosburg falls, VT, 05450, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
DAVID WINTHROP 

Camano Island, WA, 98282, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ron Schutte 

San Diego, CA, 92103-4650, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Laurie Neill 

Smith River, CA, 95567, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
KT Au-Yeung 

Astoria, NY, 11103, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sequaya Chapman 

Stockbridge, GA, 30281, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sue Bryant 

GaUney, SC, 29340, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kimberly Wash 

Olympia, WA, 98502, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Leesa Bowman 

Grandview, MO, 64030, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jennifer Taylor 

Morgan, UT, 84050, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kate Harder 

Glen Ellyn, IL, 60137, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lauren Kezler 

REDWOOD CITY, CA, 94065, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mike Cremer 

Portland, OR, 97218, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Elana Sadler 

Los Angeles, CA, 90039, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
carmen jividen 

millington, TN, 38053, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Patricia Strzembosz 

Oak Lawn, IL, 60453, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Henry Mizumoto 

Mt. Morris, NY, 14510, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lee Jenkinson 

Canyon country, CA, 91351, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
GLENDA GERTSON 

Shreveport, LA, 71115, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Katie Stackpole 

San Antonio, TX, 78249-1025, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Francesco Scarlassare 

EAST GREENBUSH, NY, 12061, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
SALLY MITCHELL 

Sacramento, CA, 95822, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marianna haniger 

Lopez Island, WA, 98261-8637, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
William Stevens 

Antioch, TN, 37013, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gary Terner 

Pittsburgh, PA, 15243-1733, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Laurie Prince 

Ambler, PA, 19002, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
James Morgan 

Ocoee, FL, 34761, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gabrielle Meehl 

Sewell, NJ, 08080, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michael Gedroc 

West Palm Beach, FL, 33417, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michael Johns 

KEVIL, KY, 42053, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jill Ness 

COON RAPIDS, MN, 55433, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Stan Janzick 

Bronx, NY, 10465, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Debra Harreld 

Albuquerque, NM, 87111, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathleen Leo 

Elkins, WV, 26241, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Vicki Argie 

Charlottesville Virginia, VA, 22902, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Susan Harvey 

Tucson, AZ, 85716, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sharon Weiss 

Souderton, PA, 18964, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tara Sparks 

Mays Landing, NJ, 08330, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Greg Hodges 

Marion, OH, 43302, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Donald Diven 

Hesston, PA, 16647, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary Rodriguez 

Farmersville, TX, 75442, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nancy Jacobson 

Pottersville, MO, 65790, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Helmuth Schleimer 

East Elmhurst, NY, 11369, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
rick becker 

Pittsford, NY, 14534, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
DAVID OZOWSKI 

PLANO, TX, 75025, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Chris Kale 

Lake Forest, CA, 92630, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Audrey Clark 

New Hyde Park, NY, 11040, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sharon Biddle 

Madison, OH, 44057, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Paul Elder 

Bellevue, WA, 98906, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Daniel Cimino 

Tijeras, NM, 87059, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Pamela Flowers 

Durango, CO, 81301, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dianne Cocivera 

Hamilton, NJ, 08610, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Olympia Scott 

Cincinnati, OH, 45238, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Brian Bergeman 

Dallas, TX, 75243, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jennifer Larsen 

SEATTLE, WA, 98122-2923, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Patricia Bessler 

Lilburn, GA, 30047, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michael Liebman 

Kennett Square, PA, 19348, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
jessica decoteau 

Hudson, MA, 01749, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Melissa Gregg 

Del City, OK, 73115, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carleen Torrence 

Las vegas, NV, 89119, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Diane Brzywczy 

Highland Fls, NY, 10928, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Peter Rosenthal 

Bolton Landing, NY, 12814, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Margaret D'Onofrio 

Houston, TX, 77056, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Susan Klingenberg 

Wichita, KS, 67212, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Josette Jackson 

Highland Park, NJ, 08904, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jennifer Barouch 

Morgantown, WV, 26508, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tessie Aguilar 

South Gate, CA, 90280, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Amy Pitts 

Anderson, IN, 46016, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michele White 

Lafayette, IN, 47905, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Barbara Franz 

Hinsdale, IL, 60521, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Laura Lieberman 

Lovettsville, VA, 20180, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cassaundra Rounsavell 

SuUolk, VA, 23434, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Irene M Villapol 

Baltimore, MD, 21224, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Desirae Baker 

Phoenix, AZ, 85029, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Heather Anderson 

Fullerton, CA, 92832, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Alex Man 

Dublin, OH, 43017-8631, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kevin Ascher 

Mount Kisco, NY, 10549, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Alida LaValley 

Belleview, FL, 34420, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
John Miller 

Linwood, NJ, 08221, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nanci McCune 

Tucson, AZ, 85743, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
sarah hg 

Asheville, NC, 28803, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Katharine Gambino 

Port Orange, FL, 32128-7480, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rickey Sweatt 

Marston, NC, 28363, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Alisa Nagano 

Brookline, MA, 02445, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Brittany Brown 

Lockport, NY, 14094, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marilyn Ash 

Topeka, KS, 66614, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jason Lopez 

Vancouver, WA, 98662, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rebecca Holmgren 

Battle Creek, MI, 49017-3103, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mark Hochman 

Ossining, NY, 10562, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Shawna Abbatiello 

Jacksonville, FL, 32204, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
joan Francisco 

Bangor, PA, 18013, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Anna Weaver 

Perth, VI, 00801, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nancy Lund 

Benicia, CA, 94510, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Macushla Roulleau 

Mansfield, MA, 02048, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Orly Shaker 

Lincolnwood, IL, 60712, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Randy Nies 

Minneapolis, MN, 55419, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dara Payton 

Hernando, MS, 38632, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Pedro Evangelista Guzman 

Hazleton, PA, 18201, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marlene Zamora 

La Mirada, CA, 90638, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Donald Crossley 

JOHNSON CITY, TN, 37604-7457, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
EDWARD LARIOS 

miami, FL, 33174, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Valarie lawrence 

Huntley, IL, 60142, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gabriela Church 

Royal Oaks, CA, 95076-9293, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Milena Mazariegos 

San Antonio, TX, 78234, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tony C 

Delmar, MD, 21875, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Annette Allis 

Medina, NY, 14103, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Antonelle Chunka 

Spotswood, NJ, 08884, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Steve Lazzar 

ARLINGTON HEIGHTS, IL, 60005, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Judy Brock 

Frisco, TX, 75036, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Paul Brown 

Pittsburgh, PA, 15238, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lucia Kucinskas 

Bristol, CT, 06010, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Wendy Caron 

Marietta, GA, 30062, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cecelia Keys 

Phoenix, AZ, 85022, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
LAURA SWOGER 

Mesa, AZ, 85201, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Vicki Zacharewicz 

Pittsfield, MA, 01201, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jeanne Brooks 

Sisters, OR, 97759, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bree Warth 

San Diego, CA, 92120, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Elizabeth Eley 

Lima, OH, 45805, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Debbie WoodruU 

Harvard, IL, 60033, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sue May 

Salem, OR, 97302, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
James Brewster 

Oil City, PA, 16301, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Stewart O'Marah 

Chico, CA, 95926, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Maria Fritz 

Saylorsburg, PA, 18353, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Brad Vorac 

Frederick, MD, 21701, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gary Hennel 

Troutman, NC, 28166, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Elizabeth Walker 

Hammond, IN, 46320, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jane Moore 

ROSENBERG, TX, 77471-2224, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Roberta Miller 

Columbus, OH, 43220, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Martin Friis 

Beaver, OR, 97108, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ray Krumenacker 

Burlington, NC, 27215, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
MARK NORDYKE 

Kunkletown, PA, 18058, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marilee Brand 

Greenbrae, CA, 94904, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Karen Lawler 

New Ulm, MN, 56076, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary Rickards 

Cary, NC, 27518-8844, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
erin Peeples 

Holualoa, HI, 96725, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Judy Young 

Chicago, IL, 60626, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathryn Radabaugh 

Mt Pleasant, WI, 53406, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Chandra Schoberg 

Minneapolis, MN, 55408, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tracy Lumm 

Kalamazoo, MI, 49006, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gavin Niebel 

Baltimore, MD, 21212, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Valgene Lapinski 

Oakmont, PA, 15139, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michael Avery 

Butte, MT, 59701, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dorothy Walczak 

New Wilmington, PA, 16142, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Fred R Kaniewski 

CRESTWOOD, IL, 60418, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nancy Davison 

Dexter, OR, 97431, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nancy Clevenger 

Mesa, AZ, 85201, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
William Heer 

COCOA, FL, 32927, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lynn Chevalier 

Menominee, MI, 49858, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jacqueline Lomeli 

Pacoima, CA, 91331, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
S K 

HP, IL, 60133, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Chow-chi Huang 

West Chester, OH, 45069, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Reggie Odom 

Lyons, GA, 30436, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
brian mc gee 

pensacola, FL, 32501, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Catherine Ormsby 

Marlton, NJ, 08053, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Shelley Badger-Slama 

SEATTLE, WA, 98103-7549, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jennifer Drucker 

Queens, NY, 11375, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ryanna Evans 

Walnut Grove, MS, 39189, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cynthia Groves 

Kailua, HI, 96734, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Anna Munson 

Seattle, WA, 98117, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Leanne Corley 

Allen, TX, 75002, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lorie Buford 

Cookeville, TN, 38506, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
martin zalud 

North Adams, MA, 01247, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Isaac Carnes 

Glenwood, IA, 51534, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary Torres 

Tustin, CA, 92780, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kim Flores 

Fountain Valley, CA, 92708, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Faye Purvine 

Fay, OK, 73646, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Maro Aroutiunian 

Forest Park, IL, 60130, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ty Edwards 

Asheville, NC, 28804, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jane E Reagan 

Williamston, MI, 48895-1511, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rick Gregory 

Salt Lake City, UT, 84108, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Vicki Dresselhaus 

FLORENCE, OR, 97439, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
robert helm 

national city, CA, 91950, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Stephanie Jones 

Fenton, MO, 63026, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sandra Parker 

Ann Arbor, MI, 48103, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Karen McCaw 

Los Angeles, CA, 90043, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Darleen Teague 

SEBRING, FL, 33872, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Francisca Rosas 

Franklin, TN, 37067, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Stephanie Shipe 

Marlton, NJ, 08053, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Evelyn Blair 

Colorado Springs, CO, 80906, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Brian Collier 

Tucson, AZ, 85730, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lois Stewart 

Indianapolis, IN, 46260, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Susana Audrain 

Key Biscayne, FL, 33149-2714, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Daniel Rowe 

Durham, NC, 27705, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ady Parker 

Chicago, IL, 60631-1722, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marcia Wollam 

Burien, WA, 98166, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marla Crabtree 

DeMossville, KY, 41033, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Judith Morris 

Danbury, CT, 06810, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Megan Marshall 

Vienna, WV, 26105, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
CliUord White 

Grand Saline, TX, 75140, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
John Atkins 

Dayton, OH, 45429, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ivan Fuentes 

Orlando, FL, 32837, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Enrique Chavez 

Jamaica, VT, 05343, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Paige Hurley Humphreys 

Smyrna, NC, 28579, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Christine Lydiksen 

Parsippany, NJ, 07054, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
thomas radcliUe 

Berkeley, CA, 94707, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Danny Ramirez 

El Mirage, AZ, 85335, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Holly Kennedy 

Levittown, NY, 11756, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
JeUrey Porter 

St. Clair Shores, MI, 48082, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Anne Ruuskanen 

Cameron, MO, 64429, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Charlene Johnson 

Nashville, TN, 37218, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Wally Jr. Sebastian 

St Peters, MO, 63376, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Julie Blum 

LIBERTY LAKE, WA, 99019, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Elisabeth Sherman 

Kapaau, HI, 96755, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Terri Fields 

WEATHERFORD, TX, 76088, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Richard Larock 

Palm Springs, CA, 92262, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Shirley Stone 

Chesapeake, VA, 23323, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lawrence Wong 

San Francisco, CA, 94118, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tara Ausherman 

Chambersburg, PA, 18201, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Adela Estudillo 

Anaheim, CA, 92802, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Colleen Connors 

Los Angeles, CA, 90065, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
JeU Woiton 

Seattle, WA, 98116, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sharon Hess 

Seneca, IL, 61360, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Barbara Wells 

Urbandale, IA, 50322, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kimberly Adsit 

Baldwinsville, NY, 13027, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Brett Morris 

Austin, TX, 78746, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sally Regan 

New Castle, CO, 81647, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joy Wood 

Santa Cruz, CA, 95060, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Daryl Jackson 

pelham, NY, 10803, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jennifer Barton 

New York, NY, 10002, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Frank Moore 

Chapel Hill, NC, 27516, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Connie Farren 

ST PETE BEACH, FL, 33706, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Heather Hogan 

Milwaukee, WI, 53223-5560, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Melvin HuUman 

Glenmoore, PA, 19343, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joseph DeVore 

DOVER, NH, 03820, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sheila Stokes 

Houston, TX, 77092, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
James Roberts 

Sugarloaf, CA, 92386, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Christine Mattis 

Jerseyville, IL, 62052, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Melissa Lysic 

Harrison Township, MI, 48045, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jessica Ham 

Jarrell, TX, 76537, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Janey Delgado 

Azle, TX, 76020, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lilia'n Gonzalez 

Opa-locka, FL, 33055, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Megan Scott 

Mesquite, TX, 75149, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
lauren warner 

denver, CO, 80206, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Paul Beach 

Philadelphia, PA, 19143, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Paul Caouette 

Glastonbury, CT, 06033, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dana Matthews 

Columbus, OH, 43232, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joe Wilck 

Richmond, VA, 23221, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Karen Towne 

Pittsfield, MA, 01201-4004, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Faith Brown 

lafayette, LA, 70129, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Maria Laureano 

Indinatown, FL, 34956, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gil Gay 

Porter, TX, 77365, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Charles Beard 

Palmyra, PA, 17078, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Terri Tilghman 

Warminster, PA, 18974, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Patricia SchaeUer 

Kernersville, NC, 27284, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joan Hopper 

Dingmans Ferry, PA, 18328, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Steven Michel 

Towanda, PA, 18848, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jennifer Caines 

Mesa, AZ, 85210, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Emily Bayer 

Fort wayne, IN, 46802, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jamie Valdez 

Moriarty, NM, 87035, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mike ReyesMorales 

Tempe, AZ, 85283, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Paul Jacquard 

Boulder Creek, CA, 95006, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Shelania Johnson 

Riverdale, GA, 30274, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dave Buzz 

Los Angeles, CA, 90046, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jana Harker 

Arcadia, CA, 91066, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
richard fladten 

Harwood Heights, IL, 60706, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lisa Mauger-Kulp 

Oley, PA, 19547, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jennifer Schobert 

Wauwatosa, WI, 53226, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary Fisk 

Escanaba, MI, 49829, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Yasemin Açıkgün 

New York, NY, 11096, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Susan Snasdell 

Tucson, AZ, 85741, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
J. Belcastro 

FLORAL PARK, NY, 11001, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lynda Burgess 

Acton, MA, 01720, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gillian Van Dien 

Middleton, WI, 53562, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
James Keegan 

Anchorage, AK, 99508, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kimberly Weglar 

Cary, NC, 27519, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Janet Gurka 

Grand Junction, CO, 81504, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Vickie Godwin 

Broadway, NC, 27505, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Karen Kovacs 

Henrico, VA, 23228, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Patti Babore 

Las Vegas, NV, 89135, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nadege Boutin 

New York, NY, 10038, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jennifer Beckstead 

Logan, UT, 84321, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Doll Honza 

Albuquerque, NM, 87111, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Erin Dougherty 

Salisbury, NC, 28144, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joy Walker 

Kew Gardens, NY, 11415, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
K Lo 

NY, NY, 10016, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jana Miller 

OLD TOWN, FL, 32680, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ruth Anne Fackler 

Estacada, OR, 97023, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Harold Hill 

Tucson, AZ, 85706, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ken Lentini 

Trussville, AL, 35173, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
John Moy 

Boulder, CO, 80304, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cynthia Najar 

Orange, CA, 92867, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Amanda Williams 

Mechanicville, NY, 12118, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Philip Steier 

Hastings, NE, 68901, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Silke Chipchase 

DuPont, WA, 98327, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Shannon B 

Nanticoke, PA, 18634, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary Robinson 

Cheney, WA, 99004, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kendra Wolf 

Hobbs, NM, 88240, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Debrah Williams 

Surprise, AZ, 85379, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sara Menix 

Snyder, TX, 79549, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Anthony Narvaez 

Hialeah, FL, 33012, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nancy TreUry 

Aromas, CA, 95004, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Eileen Bill 

Santa Rosa, CA, 95405, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Brett Cohen-Sherry 

Chicopee, MA, 01020, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Barbara Westbrook 

North Creek, NY, 12853, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ronald Barnes 

Goldsboro, NC, 27530, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Machelle Berndt 

St Paul, MN, 55119, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
K Christopher 

Columbus, OH, 43201, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathy Nolasco 

Aurora, CO, 80013, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Barbara Olson 

Marana, AZ, 85653, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Laura LaFarr 

Great Falls, MT, 59405, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Elizabeth Merrick 

Wexford, PA, 15090, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Courtney Flynn 

Danville, CA, 94526, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Natalia Do 

Groveland, FL, 34736, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Deborah Herbst, M.D. 

St. Louis, MO, 63125, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Annie Walton 

RENTON, WA, 98058, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Shelia Shrum 

Sebring, FL, 33875, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Amy Silva 

El Paso, TX, 79928, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
leslie Shaughnessy 

Hampton, VA, 23669, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
David Rose 

Lakewood, NJ, 08701, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
harry swope 

La Crescenta, CA, 91214, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
William Walz 

FOOTHILL RANCH, CA, 92610, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ron Kovatis 

Sea Isle City, NJ, 08243, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Beverly Johnson 

Byron, MI, 48418, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Diana Santiago 

Coatesville, PA, 19320, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Brie Garcia 

Fullerton, CA, 92833, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jeremy Inscho 

PASCO, WA, 99301, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
joanne fiol 

tempe, AZ, 85285, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Edward York 

Tifton, GA, 31793, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Erin Collins 

Cottonwood, AZ, 86326, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Troyer 

Sparks, NV, 89436, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Colleen K 

Lake Geneva, WI, 53147, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
thomas kasza 

CEDAR LAKE, IN, 46303, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Stephen Pollaine 

Occidental, CA, 95465, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Stefan Alexander Marrero 

Slidell, LA, 70458, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ron Hughes 

Benson, AZ, 85602, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gabrielle Leider 

Centennial, CO, 80121, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dillon Ang 

Cumberland, RI, 02864, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Arlene Burke 

Chester Springs, PA, 19425, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carol Goslant 

Cambridge, MA, 02138, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cathy SInkeus 

Oak Lawn, IL, 60453, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
BJ Taylor 

Austin, TX, 78739, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Evy Snyder 

Boyceville, WI, 54725, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Teddy Tedaloo 

Dahlonega, GA, 30533, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carol Hallmeyer 

Campbell, CA, 95008, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Penny Pawlick 

Tucson, AZ, 85743, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
sandy howard 

candler, NC, 28715, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Wendy Bishop 

Monaca, PA, 15061, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Johnna Thomas 

Honolulu, HI, 96818, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carolyn Cooper 

CLEVELAND, OH, 44120, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Matthew Lewis 

Garner, NC, 27529, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kate O'Connor 

florence, MA, 01062, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
ELIZABETH YOUNG 

VANCOUVER, WA, 98683, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Regina Jesudas 

Minooka, IL, 60447, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Donald Beardsley 

Mckinleyville, CA, 95519, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sheril Stansberry 

Casselberry, FL, 32707, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Brad Bigelow 

West Linn, OR, 97068, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rachel Todd 

Cincinnati, OH, 45238, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Derek Horton 

Nibley, UT, 84321, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Adriana Mairey 

San Tan Valley, AZ, 85143, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Denise Pistana 

Highland, MI, 48356, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Shirley Roberts 

NICHOLASVILLE, KY, 40356, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Olivia Pittman 

Portland, OR, 97219, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michael Chutich 

Saint Paul, MN, 55105-2722, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dennis Boegel Jr 

LIVERMORE, CA, 94551, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ann Cooper Gay 

Louisville, CO, 80027-3200, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary Brunette 

De Pere, WI, 54115, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Elizabeth Fleming 

Myrtle Beach, SC, 29588, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary Kiko 

Maineville, OH, 45039, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Melinda Taylor 

LONG BEACH, CA, 90814, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lora Browne 

Wilson, NC, 27893, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dusty Walker 

San Antonio, TX, 78217, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marianne Hunter 

Rancho Palos Verdes, CA, 90275, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bob Gach 

Gig Harbor, WA, 98335, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathleen Daly 

SWARTZ CREEK, MI, 48473, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rocky Reuter 

Greensboro, NC, 27406, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
JoAnn Axtell 

Murray, UT, 84107, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Yolanda LeBlanc 

San Antonio, TX, 78223, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lucinda Mercier 

Greenwood, DE, 19950, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Brady Turk 

Denver, CO, 80203, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joyce Floyd 

Poway, CA, 92064, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Peirce Johnston MD 

Cincinnati, OH, 45220, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cassie Wallace 

Delaware, OH, 43015, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Andie Errico 

Dover, DE, 19901, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Doreen Lynch 

Oshkosh, WI, 54901, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nolan Teixeira 

Holyoke, MA, 01040, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rick Scott 

Marina del Rey, CA, 90292, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sarah Hart 

Berkeley, CA, 94709, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Allen Smith 

NORTH MIAMI, FL, FL, 33161, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Renee Hansen 

Belleair, FL, 33756, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cathy Garrett 

Lynn Haven, FL, 32444, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Laura Chigos 

SAN DIEGO, CA, 92106, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cathy Brown 

Woodlawn, VA, 24381, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jenny Mccarthy 

Abington, MA, 02351, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Zoe Parks 

Portland, OR, 97214, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Patti Steagall 

Ozark, AL, 36360, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nancy Spiegleman 

Williamstown, NJ, 08094, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sally Faitella 

SOUTHINGTON, CT, 06489, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tanya Mandap 

Berlin, NJ, 08009, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Phil Hanson 

Wilsey, KS, 66873-9626, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary Hutcherson 

BOISE, ID, 83712, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sherrie Green 

Glendale, AZ, 85303, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jackie Stanley 

Oneida, TN, 37841-5927, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rebecca Hill 

Decatur, AL, 35601, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Luke Gingerich 

Plain City, OH, 43064, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michelle Karns 

Sun City, AZ, 85351, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dan Clapsadle 

Springfield, OR, 97477-7714, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Heidy Herrera 

ALLENTON, MO, 63001, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jonathan Primack 

Portland, OR, 97217, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Laverne Collins 

Kansas City, MO, 64134, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joe Corey 

Bullhead City, AZ, 86429, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Stephanie Marquez 

Thornton, CO, 80233, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Barbara Lucas 

Sacramento, CA, 95815, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lorie Hill 

Walnut Creek, CA, 94595, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Phil Carrasco 

Tucson, AZ, 85745, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carl Ellman 

Rego Park, NY, 11374, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
sharon lloyd 

boonville, NY, 13309, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tien Vu 

Renton, WA, 98059, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
David Bacon 

Leon, KS, 67074, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
AnnaMarie Rozen 

Las Vegas, NV, 89110, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nina Morales 

St. George, UT, 84770, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michael Pemberton 

Monmouth, OR, 97361, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rhonda Haywood 

Livermore, CA, 94550, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tammy Newlan 

Carmichael, CA, 95608, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rita Christian 

Dallas, TX, 75234, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lauren Gunacan 

Centennial, CO, 80015, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lawrence Luther 

Midlothian, TX, 76065, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
David Herman 

Port Orchard, WA, 98366, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Richard Tidd 

East Greenbush, NY, 12061-3501, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Twyla Reed 

Diana, TX, 75640, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dee Mack 

Nyc, NY, 10027, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Macenna Cowen 

MIAMI, FL, 33138, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Betty Simmons 

NORFOLK, VA, 23518, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Teresa Smith 

Murfreesboro, TN, 37129, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michele Crist 

Boise, ID, 83702, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dharmesh Mandalia 

SAN JOSE, CA, 95133, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gabrielle Davis 

Manchester, TN, 37355, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
KAREN FISHER 

MILLTOWN, WI, 54858, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bobby Fries 

Eugene, OR, 97405, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lois Davis 

Bullhead City, AZ, 86442, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ed Capelle 

Eugene, OR, 97402, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Laura Gallucci 

Scottsdale, AZ, 85266, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Danielle Bradley 

Marysville, OH, 43040, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Brenda Milligan 

Lititz, PA, 17543, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Iris GeorgieU 

Montague, NJ, 07827, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Laura West 

Pensacola, FL, 32505, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dylan Michlin 

Hermosa, CA, 90254, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Wendy Trichell 

Moss Point, MS, 39562, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kelly Cruz 

SANTA PAULA, CA, 93060, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Donna Profeta 

Ballston Lake, NY, 12019, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
David Nofziger 

Homer, AK, 99603, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sean Booth 

Idyllwild, CA, 92549, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marilyn Hoses 

Green Valley, AZ, 85614, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Isabelle Cata 

Grand Rapids, MI, 49503, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Beverly Lucchi 

San Luis Obispo, CA, 93405, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marcia carsello 

Philadelphia, PA, 19111, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Margaret Medford 

Cleveland, OH, 44118, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
bree m 

lakeville, MN, 55044, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Peter Tsaruhas 

Brooklyn, NY, 11209, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Katherine Campbell 

Durham, NC, 27712, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Theresa Vess 

Hayfork, CA, 96041, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lori Rochette 

Detroit, MI, 48228, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
©^GALE verone 

WEST HOLLYWOOD, CA, 90069-1400, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Albert Hernandez 

El Paso, TX, 79930, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Alexa Alvarado 

Laredo, TX, 78043, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joe Good 

Oxford, MI, 48371, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
F L 

Sunnyvale, CA, 94086, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cate Wales 

Charlotte, NC, 28210, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sarah Franklin 

Keene, NH, 03435, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robina Mapstone 

Playa Vista, CA, 90094, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kim Morrill 

Portland, ME, 04112, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Debra Satterthwaite 

Washington, DC, 20018, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Linda Gibboney 

Laguna woods, CA, 92637, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Richard Filkinsjr 

Cottonwood, AZ, 86326, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary Goodwin 

Sedona, AZ, 86351, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sarah Walling 

Castleton, NY, 12033, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Loretta White 

Waco, TX, 76711, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Francis Wu 

South Euclid, OH, 44121, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
George Houser 

South Kingstown, RI, 02879, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
JeU JaUee 

Pasadena, CA, 91107, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cathy Miller 

Glendale, AZ, 85304, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Richard Perez 

Torrance, CA, 90510, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Chris Joyce 

Seattle, WA, 98121, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lisa Brown 

Scottsdale, AZ, 85257, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kira Armbruster 

Clovis, CA, 93612, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nicholas Domenico 

Scottsdale, AZ, 85254, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dia Arpon 

Lewes, DE, 19958, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Vivian Hernandez 

Tyler, TX, 75703, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
MARIA REGINA SCHEPP 

SIERRA VISTA, AZ, 85635, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carrie Lapides 

Langhorne, PA, 19047, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Janet Betz 

Antioch, CA, 94509, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Linnann Muhlemann 

Batavia, IL, 60510, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
melva carlson 

Brush Prairie, WA, 98606, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Valerie Pumehana HaUord 

FlagstaU, AZ, 86001, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cheryl Croci 

Clinton Twp, MI, 48038, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ismael Ortega Iber 

Miami, FL, 33125, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Shelly Hodges 

Lexington, NC, 27292, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Wanda Burdick 

Coon Rapids, MN, 55433, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
T JeUries 

Bend, OR, 97701, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ashley McKenney 

Kihei, HI, 96753, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michael Keefer 

Bremerton, WA, 98312, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rand Martin 

Denison, TX, 75020, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Amanda Loyola 

Milwaukee, WI, 53203, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
D C 

Charleston, SC, 29414, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
John Yoist Jr 

Warren, OH, 44485, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tory Roney 

Milton, FL, 32583, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
RUTH Goodwin 

Lynn, MA, 01901, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kaylee Ingram 

Chickamauga, GA, 30707-1649, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tasha Brodner 

Okc, OK, 73173, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Madeleine Miller 

Bellingham, WA, 98229, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ross Fuson 

Ganado, AZ, 86505, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jean Sanders 

Haverhill, MA, 01832, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Linda Austin 

Rohnert Park, CA, 94928, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Penny Watson 

Jenks, OK, 74037, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sharon Croshaw 

Apache Junction, AZ, 85119, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gail Borden 

Oak Grove, KY, 42262, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sara Mohkami 

West linn, OR, 97068, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gloria Vega 

Bakersfield, Ca, CA, 93313, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Pamala Sommers 

Burlingame, CA, 94010, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
GLORIA L. STEELE 

Warrenville, SC, 29851-2543, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Pamela Weil 

Priest River, ID, 83856, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gale Lam 

SAN DIEGO, CA, 92130, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Diana Burull 

Edmond, OK, 73013, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dominique Pelkey 

Phoenix, AZ, 85048, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
pamela holochwost 

Kenosha, WI, 53140, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joey Henson 

Miami, FL, 33184, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Allison Mielniczuk 

Petaluma, CA, 94952, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Erica Wesselman 

Captain Cook, HI, 96704, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sheryl Wilson 

Globe, AZ, 85501, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Leslie Entwistle 

COLLINGSWOOD, NJ, 08108, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Betsy Ungeheier 

Buckley,, WA, 98321, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kelvin Bertschy 

Gravette, AR, 72736, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
John Gibbs 

Phoenix, AZ, 85003, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Brian King 

Mount Airy, MD, 21771, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tanya Lee 

Fort Collins, CO, 80525, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
David Monk 

Whitewater, WI, 53190-0000, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Geraldine Diaz 

San jose, CA, 95127, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Heath Hancock 

Atkinson, IL, 61235, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Yulia Wynn 

Oakland, CA, 94602, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Brady Webb 

Madison Heights, VA, 24572, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
doris r 

idaho falls, ID, 83204, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Paula McColm 

University Place, WA, 98466, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Madeline Graham 

Santa Monica, CA, 90406, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tanya Field 

Albuquerque, NM, 87102, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Holly McGuire 

Detroit, MI, 48224, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rhonda Stover 

Ridgefield, WA, 98642, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ernest Johnson 

Philadelphia, PA, 19131, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Erin Welp 

West Linn, OR, 97068, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Eric Murrock 

Sturgeon Bay, WI, 54235, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gary Lawrence 

Charlotte, TN, 37036-5716, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Scott Hutchason 

McKinney, TX, 75071, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Genevieve Stutesman 

Eugene, OR, 97404, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kaitlyn Kilburn 

Yukon, OK, 73099, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Italia Castro 

Beaverton, OR, 97005, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mark Dill 

Collingswood, NJ, 08108, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
alice frey 

King, NC, 27021, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Pam Naugle 

Chambersburg, PA, 17201, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Daniel Weir 

Traverse City, MI, 49685, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Diane H 

San Clemente, CA, 92672, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Andrew Seles 

Ashland, OR, 97520, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Susan Campbell 

Rancho cordova, CA, 95741, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Barbara Kelso 

Hillsboro, OR, 97124-6634, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michelle Krueger 

MERRILLVILLE, IN, 46410, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Don Krueger 

Merrillville, IN, 46410, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
James E Stanowski 

ALLIANCE, OH, 44601, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lisa Giovanazzi 

Rainier, OR, 97048, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Chris Kotschi 

Fort Worth, TX, 76120, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sam Fernandez 

Greeley, CO, 80631, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jessica Cassidy 

Herndon, VA, 20170, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tara DiCecco 

Spring Hill, FL, 34609, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
James Mora 

Covina, CA, 91722, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jennifer Atkins 

Eden, NC, 27288, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Caroline Buchanan 

Corona, CA, 92878, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
john nelson 

Graham, WA, 98338, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cathleen Allison 

Caton, NY, 14858, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lynda HISE 

PALMETTO, FL, 34221, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Audrey Reyes 

WEST MEMPHIS, AR, 72301, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Julia Feldhacker 

Des Moines, IA, 50315, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
David Eckert 

Port Charlotte, FL, 33948, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cynthia Zimmermann 

Lynnwood, WA, 98037, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Anna Marina Iossifides 

Jenkintown, PA, 19046, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dian Gillaspy 

Kearny, AZ, 85137, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
michelle lawrence 

Tiptonville, TN, 38079, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dennis Casey 

Tacoma, WA, 98404, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Shannon York 

Enfield, CT, 06082, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sarah HoUman 

Kailua kona, HI, 96740, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gary Lamb 

Talbotton, GA, 31827, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Corey Harper-Winans 

TUCSON, AZ, 85711, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Melisa Villarreal 

Jersey city, NJ, 07305, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
DEBRA WINNER 

ENON, OH, 45323-1710, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carolyn Minguez 

Middleburg, PA, 17842, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Patrick Garcia 

San Antonio, TX, 78237, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lisa Wilberton 

Long Neck, DE, 19966, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Donald Kraus 

Bend, OR, 97703, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Susan Schambureck 

REEDSVILLE, WI, 54230, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Richard Benson 

Federal Way, WA, 98023, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Pauline Caldwell 

Tucson, AZ, 85719, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Eric Aberle 

Drexel Hill, PA, 19026, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Shawn McFadden 

Round Rock, TX, 78665, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Chris Pate 

Alameda, CA, 94501, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Corena Gardner 

West Jordan, UT, 84088, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Chris Cox 

Warrenton, VA, 20187, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Laurie Duncan 

Mesa, AZ, 85207, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Pamela Holbert 

TUCSON, AZ, 85711, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
James Jason Garcia 

HOUSTON, TX, 77087, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jo Quest-Neubert 

Cambridge, MA, 02139, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michael Groeger 

Vista, CA, 92083, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
John Evrard 

Cocoa, FL, 32926, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Thomas Douglas 

Grayson, KY, 41143, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Diann Carter 

Oakhurst, TX, 77359, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cindy Squadere 

Slingerlands, NY, 12159, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Stephen Brandon 

Kittery, ME, 03904, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bridget Burdin 

San Lorenzo, CA, 94580, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mario Armijo 

Clovis, NM, 88101, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kristen Charles 

Felton, DE, 19943, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
John Buongiorno 

West Berlin, NJ, 08091, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Allyson Tudda 

Newton, NJ, 07860, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jennifer Phillips 

Tampa, FL, 33603, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lydia Perez 

San Antonio, TX, 78233, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kara Marino 

Bristol, CT, 06010, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Wendy Politano 

new rochelle, NY, 10801, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Maria Giovino 

Stow, MA, 01775-2132, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cynthia Cieutat 

Mobile, AL, 36604, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Emmanuelle Fitzpatrick 

Gastonia, NC, 28052, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Laura Newman 

Marysville, WA, 98270, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Susan Bache 

Kalamazoo, MI, 49009, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gia Stewart 

Summerville, SC, 29485, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Monique Lareau 

Southfield, MI, 48034, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Thao Vu 

Drexel Hill, PA, 19026, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cheryl McGrady 

Elkton, MD, 21921, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Della Bartley 

Richmond, KY, 40475, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jean Nordstrom 

AKRON, OH, 44311, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cara Konopacki 

Boerne, TX, 78006, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Deb Boisvert 

Wayland, NY, 14572, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Susan Van Sant 

Mt. Laurel, NJ, 08054, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Pamela Dowdy 

TITUSVILLE, FL, 32796, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cynthia Whidby 

KNIGHTDALE, NC, 27545-9787, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Liza Ruiz 

Kimball, MI, 48074, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lynne Morris 

Fairless Hills, PA, 19030, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Linda Coulter 

Yuma, AZ, 85364, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Patty Burke 

Newport, RI, 02840, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Denise Petruccelli 

Newtown, CT, 06470, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Karen Younkin 

Palm Bay, FL, 32907, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Christopher Blythe 

Palm Beach Gardens, FL, 33410, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Stephen Hackney 

Grangeville, ID, 83530, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lori Simon 

Leroy, MI, 49655, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lynn Y 

Wilkes-Barre, PA, 18705, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jennifer Seawright 

Canton, GA, 30115, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathy Stremcha 

Randolph, WI, 53956, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
John Navarro 

Dumfries, VA, 22025, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
James Creadon 

Littleton, CO, 80123, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lisa Shipley Shipley 

Warsaw, IN, 46582, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tracy Phillips 

Pennington Gap, VA, 24277, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Teresa Pena 

Baraboo, WI, 53913, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Warren Basla 

Philadelphia, PA, 19144, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
charles jennings 

bessemer, AL, 35022, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
ROBERT PAUL CURTIN 

Sarasota, FL, 34231, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Karen Salama 

New York City, NY, 10075, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Simi Sunny 

Huntingdon Valley, PA, 19006, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Deb McIntyre 

Rochester, NH, 03839, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gail Kazmer 

Beaumont, CA, 92223, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Garlene Crippen 

Rome, NY, 13440, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jason EWING 

Beverly Hills, MI, 48025, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
heather bauer 

Chandler, AZ, 85225-6264, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Judith Bovet 

Canandaigua, NY, 14424, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
VALERIE HUDSON 

CLEVELAND, MS, 38732, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Abe Zabek 

Leicester, NC, 28748, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dennis Wright 

San Antonio, TX, 78254, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dona Smith 

Nederland, CO, 80466, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Haley Turner 

Maryland Heights, MO, 63043, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jim Baals 

Fort Wayne, IN, 46808, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Frances Carpenter 

Providence, RI, 02903, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
sarah kraft 

Brooklyn, NY, 11201, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lynda Fabino-DelPapa 

Leesburg, FL, 34788, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
WildFire Express 

LakeWorth Beach, FL, 33461, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Loretta Hayes 

Indian Wells, AZ, 86031, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Elaine Wilson 

Johns Island, SC, 29455, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ruben Casillas 

Wilmer, TX, 75172, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ewelina Klimek 

Hopewell Junction, NY, 12533, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tuxberry Suber II 

Columbia, SC, 29212, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
heather t 

Lakeland, FL, 33803, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Amy Wisdom 

Jasper, AL, 35504, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dawn Sorensen-Braun 

Glendale, WI, 53209, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ginger Denker 

Amo, IN, 46103, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
maryellen kolt 

Petoskey, MI, 49770, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Daved Wachsman 

Edgewater, FL, 32141, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
April Fitchett 

Salisbury, MD, 21804, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Maureen Schoenfeld 

Brooklyn, NY, 11215, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
john orlando 

SOMERS, NY, 10589, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
steve putrich 

Springfield, IL, 62704, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Steven Schroeder 

Warren, MI, 48092, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Anne Denbow 

Spartanburg, SC, 29302, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sarah Kogut 

Phoenix, AZ, 85044, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
CHARLES RAWLINS 

OVIEDO, FL, 32766, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kelly Bollin 

Sylvania, OH, 43560, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jory Riggs 

Cedar City, UT, 84721, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dorothy Brenn 

Bouse, AZ, 85325-0699, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jane Smith 

Wall Township, NJ, 07719, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary Ribs 

Califórnia, CA, 95117, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Terry Hudson 

Taft, CA, 93268, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Diane Waddell 

Crestwood, IL, 60418, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jenna Goldsworthy 

Brooklyn, MI, 49230, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ruth Oberg 

BuUalo, NY, 14226, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Whitney Schulten 

Louisville, KY, 40299, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nancy Scanlon 

St Louis, MO, 63109, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carolyn Davis 

Livonia, MI, 48154, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sharon Kinney 

Ridgecrest, CA, 93555, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathie Dean 

Old Fields, WV, 26845, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sam Claar 

Norcross, GA, 30093, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jerome Urbaniak 

HOMOSASSA, FL, 34446-6024, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jennifer Cornejo 

Denver, CO, 80210, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Julia Fleming 

Duncanville, TX, 75137, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jessica Henry 

Natick, MA, 01760, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ryk Loske 

Craftsbury, VT, 05826, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jennifer Bromley 

Jonesboro, AR, 72404, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Linda Eggert 

St. Pail, MN, 55104, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gilda Parrella 

Chicago, IL, 60657, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Elizabeth A Klimek 

Arlington, TX, 76017, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Roland Cooper 

Plano, TX, 75025, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Audra ImhoU 

Abbeville, SC, 29620, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carolyn Barrett 

Fort Worth, TX, 76137, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Leon Mckay 

Ypsilsnti, MI, 48198, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Aland 

West MiUlin, PA, 15122, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sean Hudson 

Huntsville, AL, 35803, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Johanna Moore 

Vancouver, WA, 98665, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Katrina Sexton 

BUENA VISTA, VA, 24416, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
CORA PETERSON 

Lehi, UT, 84043, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Regina Wilson-Seppa 

Penngrove, CA, 94951, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Amy Morrow 

ELDRIDGE, AL, 35554, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Anita Lynn 

Godfrey, IL, 62035, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Yvonne Singh 

Pine Lake, GA, 30072, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
L OConnor 

SP, FL, 33701, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Barbara DeCaro 

Golden, CO, 80401, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rita Seibert 

West Seneca, NY, 14224, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Denise Donovan 

Owosso, MI, 48867, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
B H 

Phoenix, AZ, 85004, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kayla Matthews 

St. Louis, MO, 63144, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Linda Hammons-Trujillo 

Albuquerque, NM, 87108-5272, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
John Pullen 

holland, OH, 43528, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
J Shreves 

Vista, CA, 92084, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary Hirose 

HoUman Estates, IL, 60192-1042, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Linda Power 

ONALASKA, WA, 98570, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Alea Krause 

Santa Cruz, CA, 95060, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Madeline Stump 

Pittsburgh, PA, 15220, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Geraldine Jones 

Kissimmee, FL, 34744, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Stephen Disch 

Hummelstown, PA, 17036, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
John Neilly 

St.?Petersburg, FL, 33702, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ann McGlade Esposito 

St Augustine, FL, 32080, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cheryl Crise 

Perryopolis, PA, 15473, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Thomas Hewitt 

N. Chesterfield, VA, 23235, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Orrin Merritt 

Genoa, IL, 60135, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Beverly OBrian 

Willow Spring, NC, 27592, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
William Mora 

Fresh Meadows, NY, 11365, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Greer Kabb-Langkamp 

Clinton, OH, 44216, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Deanna Mixon 

Cumming, GA, 30040, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Patricia Sammann 

Urbana, IL, 61801, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Gargiulo 

Lindehurst, NY, 11757, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Laura Thompson 

Wendell Nc, NC, 27591, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Helena Tapper 

New York, NY, 10019, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Anna Stoudemire 

Chapel, NC, 27517, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Annette Medlin 

Columbus, OH, 43219, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joseph Naumann 

Niota, IL, 62358, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
R Jack 

ROSWELL, GA, 30075, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Karen M Jones 

Chesapeake, VA, 23320, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Jones 

Apache Junction, AZ, 85120, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Philip Fortini 

Pelham, NH, 03076, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lowell Austin 

Huntington, WV, 25701, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mixhelle Boydston 

Nevada, MO, 64772, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Beau Bushor 

Croghan, NY, 13327, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rose CaUarelli 

Philadelphia, PA, 19148, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ingrid Alpha 

CRAWFORDSVILLE, IN, 47933, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Beth Hopsecger 

Columbia Station, OH, 44028, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Silke Langer 

Derry, NH, 03038, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Shelby Herman 

Ridgewood, NY, 11385, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tia Williams 

Mabscott, WV, 25871, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lindsay Madson 

Edina, MN, 55424, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Susanne Odena 

Daytona Beach, FL, 32118, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jo G 

Grand Forks, ND, 58203, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Jager 

Cookeville, TN, 38501, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dany Burgess 

OLYMPIA, WA, 98501, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Susan W. Cottle 

Garner, NC, 27529, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sam Halegua 

Joliet, IL, 60431, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary Kornegay 

Avon Park, FL, 33825, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Susan Hopf 

Enterprise, FL, 32738, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Adam Flogel 

Eleva, WI, 54738, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Merrilee Trahan 

Brandon, MS, 39047, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
M A 

Oak Lawn, IL, 60453, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Pamela Wood 

Phoenix, AZ, 85029, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tammy Mclane 

Hudson, FL, 34669, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary Craig 

Carmel, NY, 10512, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jean Soper 

Santa Clara, CA, 95051, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Leslie Kiwacz 

New York, NY, 10017, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary Baumann 

Farmington, MN, 55024, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary Wright 

Georgetown, IL, 61846, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Daron Bradbury 

Batavia, OH, 45103, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
carl hopf 

Enterprise, FL, 32738, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marilyn Woodard 

Joliet, IL, 60431, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Paul Mareel 

Macomb, MI, 48044, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Catherine Brandhorst 

Saint Augustine, FL, 32086, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lindsay Thompson 

Mason City, IA, 50401, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jennifer Young 

Austin, TX, 78759, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
SUSAN MERTINS-JONES 

BOCA RATON, FL, 33428, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kristina Walker 

Lamar, CO, 81052-2715, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jamie Panzero 

Sitka, AK, 99835, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kelly Cooper 

Louisville, KY, 40205, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lisa Kutner 

San Diego, CA, 92103, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Allen Hurt 

Bullhead City, AZ, 86442, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Patricia Sullivan 

St. Paul, MN, 55110, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Eleanor LeUort 

SOMERS, NY, 10589, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Laura Ruiz 

Mesa, AZ, 85201, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
David Clements 

Crewe, VA, 23930, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Catherine Rivera 

Palm Beach Gardens, FL, 33418, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cathy L Bacinelli 

Madison Township, PA, 18444, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kyle McAdam 

Gilmanton, NH, 03237, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lindsey Mattson 

Arvada, CO, 80002, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Pam Robbins 

Raleigh, NC, 27604, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Karen Katschke 

Mokena, IL, 60448, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathleena Adams 

Winston Salem, NC, 27106, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Priscilla Anderson 

Jonesboro, GA, 30238, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Phoenix Penny 

Collingswood, NJ, 08108, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Brian Tobin 

Dexter, MI, 48130, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Victoria Ross 

overland Park, KS, 66212, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jessica Blackstock 

Brooklyn, NY, 11203, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
baylee hall 

Beallsville, OH, 43716, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sarah Fershee 

Topton, PA, 19562, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jerson Sanchez 

Powder Springs, GA, 30127, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Stacey Lovelock 

west melbourne, FL, 32904, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
caryn schultz 

SAN CLEMENTE, CA, 92672, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marcia Ruiz 

New York, NY, 10027, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary Kearney 

Holly Springs, NC, 27540, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michael Goldberg 

Littleton, CO, 80120, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Chris H 

Norfolk, VA, 23503, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Chretien 

Danville, VA, 24541, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sabine Freudiger 

Woodside, CA, 94062, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carol Mathers 

Reno, NV, 89509, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marc Nastasi 

Lake Havasu City, AZ, 86403, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Elizabeth Opiel 

BuUalo, NY, 14220, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ashley Panczyk 

Battle Creek, MI, 49014, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
wendy walker 

Ft Myers, FL, 33905, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Susan Hughes 

Norton, OH, 44203, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Linda Groves 

Harleysville, PA, PA, 19438, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Peggy Mahle 

Havre, MT, 59501, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
William Schmidt 

Palestine, TX, 75802, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Garry D Thayer 

SAN DIEGO, CA, 92107, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sz Smith 

San marcos, CA, 92079, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
George Ellmore 

Gulfport, MS, 39503, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kenneth Johnson 

LAKE ORION, MI, 48362, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
alexis wootton 

Chattanooga, TN, 37415, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lina Palacios 

Weston, FL, 33331, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Brian Hill 

Mount Vernon, WA, 98273, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Risa Lax 

The Villages, FL, 32162, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dianne Hodgett 

St Petersburg, FL, 33703, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Terri Riggs 

Phoenix, AZ, 85023, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
maureen schriber 

prince frederick, MD, 20678, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Derek Schmeh 

Westminster, CO, 80021, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Erik Feder 

Gloucester, MA, 01930, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Epiphany McClendon 

Raymore, MO, 64083, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lesa Kaplon 

SPRINGFIELD, IL, 62703, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Anna Leon 

Clarksburg, WV, 26301, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathleen Leitch 

Woodbridge, VA, 22193, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cheryl Mayo 

Pittsburg, KS, 66762, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
e. v. johnson 

Oakland, CA, 94602, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lindsay Keith 

West Bridgewater, MA, 02379, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Charlie Allen 

Freeport, PA, 16229, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Deborah Woods 

Monroe, FL, 34668, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Abiodun Badejo 

Wooster, OH, 44961, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Eric Hentzel 

Corvallis, OR, 97330, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rebecca Brandau 

Vermilion, OH, 44089, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Veda Parham 

Chicago, IL, 60605, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert M Deems 

Lawrenceville, NJ, 08648, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carol Kachele 

PALM HARBOR, FL, 34685, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Velma Chatlin 

San Carlos, AZ, 85550, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Julie Morey 

Sinclairville, NY, 14782, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
John Waddell 

Indiana, PA, 15701, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carolyn Bartholomew 

Oceanside, NY, 11572, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
JeU Walzer 

Pittsburgh, PA, 15209, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gary Monahan 

Burbank, CA, 91506, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carolyn Kelly 

Lakeway, TX, 78734, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sophie Thomas 

Orem, UT, 84097-4811, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Phoebe Rosquist 

Los Angeles, CA, 90047, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Melanie Pac 

Berlin, CT, 06037, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Martin Bleasdale 

Topanga, CA, 90290, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kim Foley 

Norwalk, CT, 06854, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Megan Watson 

Odenton, MD, 21113, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jana Adams 

Gonzales, LA, 70737, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Doreen Adams 

Canastota, NY, 13032, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Alva Blue 

Bridgeton, MO, 63044, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Zachary Lichstein 

Agoura Hills, CA, 91301, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lori Sinclair 

La Plata, MD, 20646, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
James Feliccia 

Philadelphia, PA, 19147, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marie-Paule Willem 

Las Cruces, NM, 88007, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
stephen nangle 

clayton, MO, 63105, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Arleen Brice 

Globe, AZ, 85501, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mikael Estarrona 

Cochise, AZ, 85606, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Judy D. Goldsmith 

Lexington, KY, 40509, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Stephanie Hagiwara 

Cayucos, CA, 93430, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Betty Secord 

Hartford, CT, 06110, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ming Choi 

Daly City, CA, 94014, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Alfred Cellier 

Rancho Palos Verdes, CA, 90275-6418, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Megan Silvera 

Miami, FL, 33185, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary Buckley 

Goodyear, AZ, 85338, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sandra KurtZ 

Chattanooga, TN, 37408, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Evan Finkelstein 

Fairfield, IA, 52556, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
mary arnoU 

Flagler Beach, FL, 32136, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rochelle Marovitz-Foreman 

Prospect Heights, IL, 60070, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ann Brimeyer 

Hazel Green, WI, 53811, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Paula Varon 

Mountlake Terrace, WA, 98043, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rayana Moore 

Coon Rapids, MN, 55433, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joseph COSTINO 

HALLANDALE, FL, 33009-2676, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
James Livermore 

BRISTOL, CT, 06010, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
LETICIA RIVERA 

San Antonio, TX, 78223, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
gerald pedoto 

North Canton, OH, 44720, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lucinda Schondelmayer 

Fremont, MI, 49412, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Maltas Laura 

Waverly, IA, 50677, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dan Tunstall 

Chapel Hill, NC, 27517, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Daphne Hill 

Pittsboro, NC, 27312, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Linda Ornelas 

Modesto, CA, 95354, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dana Gurley 

McKinney, TX, 75070, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jennifer Palacios 

Tiburon, CA, 94920, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathleen Tucker Gustafson 

Groveland, MA, 01834, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dianne Gorsline 

Newark Valley, NY, 13811, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sophia Zimmerman 

Houston, TX, 77074, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mel Roethlisberger 

Sycamore, IL, 60178, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
LD Honeycutt 

Oro Valley, AZ, 85755, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Emily Harrold 

SEATTLE, WA, 98136, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
anthony kinsel 

Louisville, KY, 40205, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Anthony Jacoby 

Cinnaminson, NJ, 08077, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Denise Booth 

Lansing, IL, 60438, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jerry Szostek 

Mineral City, OH, 44656, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Melody Jordan 

Syracuse, NY, 13206, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nancy Strachan 

Aurora, CO, 80013, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Alyssa Melton 

Asheville, NC, 28803, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Shannon O'Keefe 

Albuquerque, NM, 87107, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Donald Rehrer Jr 

Harrisburg, PA, 17110, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bindy Bitterman 

Chicago, IL, 60640, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kiani James 

Acton, MA, 01720, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gary Sanderson 

Verona, NJ, 07044, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Susan Peacock 

Tucson, AZ, 85718, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
LEAH RAMPOLLA 

KANEOHE, HI, 96744, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kevin Gates 

San jose, CA, 94088, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joseph Read 

Arroyo Grande, CA, 93420, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lillian Bieszke 

Grand Ledge, MI, 48837, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kate Rao 

HOUSTON, TX, 77092, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tina Clark 

Houston, TX, 77058, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
John Ward 

Staten Islamd, NY, 10305, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Roy Rhue 

Gainesville, FL, 32605, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Becky A Mroz 

ROCHESTER HILLS, MI, 48309, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jacqueline Ross 

Conyers, GA, 30094, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Normaeperez Perez 

Buckeye, AZ, 85326, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sarah Wilcox Katz 

Las Vegas, NV, 89144, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
c ray 

south pasadena, CA, 91030, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Karen Burroughs 

Winter Springs, FL, 32780, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michelle Co 

Santa Barbara, CA, 93101, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dolores Hamilton 

Lindenhurst, NY, 11757, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Danielle Cassidy 

West Linn, OR, 97068, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Paula DiSipio 

Paradise, PA, 17562, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Victoria Crawford 

Rockville, MD, 20850, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sue Burton 

Taylors, SC, 29687, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Roxanne Phillips 

Chicago, IL, 60645, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Karen Ransone 

Peoria, IL, 61614, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marie reyes 

Brooklyn, NY, 11232, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michelle Harvey 

Oakley, CA, 94561, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Barbara Diaz 

Grafton, WI, 53024, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Franque Phillips 

Mesa, AZ, 85203, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Susan Southard 

WINDSOR MILL, MD, 21244, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Raymond Dryz 

Lawton, OK, 73507, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Wendy Briggs 

Springfield, OH, 45504, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jennifer Rose 

Troy, OH, 45373, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Greg Hanin 

Tucson, AZ, 85705, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Doran Howell 

Kodiak, AK, 99615, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sandy Walters 

Abilene, TX, 79602, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Richard francis McDonald 

Sarasota, FL, 34231, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Deondre Henderson 

Moreno Valley, CA, 92553, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Thomas Moser 

Cottage Grove, MN, 55016, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Paul Mitchell 

Brooklyn Center, MN, 55429, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Trisha Cooley 

Santa Clara, CA, 95051, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Taylor 

Katy, TX, 77494, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nellie Adaba 

Putnam Valley, NY, 10579, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jenny Kuo 

Livermore, CA, 94550, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dana Stewart 

Reno, NV, 89523, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Keith Sande 

Hayden, ID, 83835, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kelly Najera Morales 

New Bern, NC, 28560, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Enrique Vidal 

DAMASCUS, MD, 20872-2357, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Alan Saunders 

Sacramento, CA, 95831, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Haley Cunningham 

Bentonville, AR, 72712, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marcia Pooler 

Scottsdale, AZ, 85254, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Suzy Fischer 

Massapequa Park, NY, 11762, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Keith Neuner 

Auburn, CA, 95603, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Andrea Brown 

Fairview, NJ, 07022, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tracy Nash 

Seymour, IN, 47274, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Brian Allard 

Dublin, OH, 43016, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Philip Traynor Traynor 

Salem Oregon, OR, 97302, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Debra Butterworth 

SAN ANTONIO, TX, 78201, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cathy Coleman 

Norfolk, VA, 23508, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Juanita Deans 

Bethesda, MD, 20814, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Manuel Regalado 

Glendale, AZ, 85301, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
David Stady 

BALDWINSVILLE, NY, 13027, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Paula French 

Marston Mills, MA, 02648, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Katharine Waugh 

Sacramento, CA, 95825, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jessica Suphan 

Plattsburgh, NY, 12901, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
CY A COHEN 

CLEARWATER, FL, 33761, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marie Murdza 

Burlington, NJ, 08016, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joe Russell 

WAUKEGAN, IL, 60085, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marion Wilson 

WINTER PARK, FL, 32792, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Drummond 

Los Angeles, CA, 90007, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
michele chavez 

King City, OR, 97224, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Robert Paterson 

East Branch, NY, 13756, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Patricia Depew 

Pasadena, CA, 91103, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jennifer Timbrell 

berwivk, PA, 18603, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lindsay Jetton 

Williams, OR, 97544, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathy Riegler 

JeUerson, NC, 28640-1053, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Debbie Pacyna 

Hollis, NH, 03049, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sharon Voshel 

Alliance, OH, 44601-2350, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
TiUany Bashkoo 

Sana antonio, TX, 78259, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Alice Curran 

Apache Junction, AZ, 85120, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Hilarie Sehorn 

Central, SC, 29630, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Alicia Deal 

Farmers Branch, TX, 75234, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Deborah Ryon 

Huntersville, NC, 28078, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Stephen Drum 

Chino Hills, CA, 91709, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Henry Rios 

Bay Point, CA, 94565, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
John L Coulson 

Los Angeles, CA, 90010, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jesse Grover 

Redmond, OR, 97756, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Teresa Gwin 

Austin, TX, 78728, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tara D 

Nashville, TN, 37208, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carla Legaspi 

Las Vegas, NV, 89123, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
David Mayer 

Olympia, WA, 98502, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marilyn Cheshier 

Bradenton, FL, 34207, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rita Webber 

BURBANK, CA, 91505, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Teresa Barnhill 

Rochester, WA, 98579-8606, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Peter C 

Fleischmanns, NY, 12430, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Stephanie Trowbridge 

El Dorado Springs, MO, 64744, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ariane Bocca 

Belvidere, NJ, 07823, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gail Harmon 

Vero Beach FL, FL, 32960, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sean Pardee 

Boulder Creek, CA, 95006, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sam Manuel 

Garrett, IN, 46738, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Candace Conte 

Seattle, WA, 98125, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lois GraU 

Greeley, CO, 80634, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
William R Fox 

Haddon Township, NJ, 08108, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary Wallace 

Cloquet, MN, 55720, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sherry Adams 

Anacortes, WA, 98221, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tony Costantino 

Peekskill, NY, 10566, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lindsey North 

Manchester, ME, 04351, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Steve Brister 

Parker, AZ, 85344, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
danny molina 

santa barbara, CA, 93111, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cathy Snarr 

Palmer, AK, 99645, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Nick Westgate 

Elm grove, WI, 53122, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
justin strodtman 

Wichita, KS, 67208, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sybil Morgan 

San Antonio, TX, 78230, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Katie LaFollette 

Carmel, IN, 46280, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cindy Prezioso 

Hollywood, FL, 33021, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Chris Fickes 

Malvern, AR, 72104, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Patricia New 

Orlando, FL, 32801, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Christine Coughlan 

East Brookfield, MA, 01515, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Martha Stevens 

Wallowa, OR, 97885, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Stacy Howard 

Sacramento, CA, 95828, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dana Peters 

San Francisco, CA, 94109, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Karen Tindall 

Hurricane, UT, 84737, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Katherine Wylie 

Austin, TX, 78725, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Denise Roux 

SEATTLE, WA, 98118, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Susan Findley 

Anywhere, CA, 90032, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Deborah McArthy 

San Diego, California, CA, 92115, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marlene Krueger 

Estes Park, CO, 80517, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Leonard Maxwell 

Las Vegas, NV, 89122, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Betty Danley 

Dallas, TX, 75235, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Miklen Rykunyk 

Santa fe, NM, 87594, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Janet Wallet-Ortiz 

Silver City, NM, 88061, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Monika Preisner 

Southport, CT, 06890, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mike James 

Sperry, IA, 52650, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marianne L. 

Watertown, MA, 02472, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dar Bertsch 

Santa Cruz, CA, 95062, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ronald Gallimore 

Salisbury, NC, 28147, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joseph Cormier 

Chatsworth, CA, 91311, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Debbie Dunbar 

Fitchburg, MA, 01420, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Cheryl Czech 

Sacramento, CA, 95828, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
CliU Aronson 

Bayport, NY, 11705, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kathy Godfrey 

HUDSON, NC, 28638, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lorrianne Wynn 

Wantagh, NY, 11793, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sheree Parker 

Harrisonville, MO, 64701, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Amy Kandler 

Chicago, IL, 60757, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Yvi John 

Knoxville, TN, 37922, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Brian Martin 

Hailey, ID, 83333, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Debra Cooley 

Columbus, OH, 43230, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Gabrielle Rosenberg 

New York, NY, 10014, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
polly hill 

Bethel, VT, 05032, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Christine Rafalko 

Cherry Hill, NJ, 08034, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Linda Odaniel 

SAINT LOUIS, MO, 63121, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Victoria Horowitz 

Brooklyn, NY, NY, 11230, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
John Williams 

Milwauke, WI, 53208, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
James Taylor 

Dade City, FL, 33523, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sarah Cramer 

Ames, IA, 50014, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Amy Solimine 

Peoria, AZ, 85345, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Dawn Taylor 

Spfld, MO, 65802, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Drea Martinez 

Las Vegas, NV, 89113, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jeanne Peters 

Aurora, CO, 80014, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Colleen Ward 

Westfield, PA, 16950, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sharon Hakim 

Harrison, TN, 37341, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Carole Roy 

Ossining, NY, 10562, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kristina JeUrey 

Leesburg, FL, 34788-2635, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Charlotte Webb 

Dayton, OH, 45403, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Miranda Monet 

Anchorage, AK, 99501, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kat Mitchell 

Hutchiinson, KS, 67501, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sue Cabrera 

Lackawaxen, PA, 18435, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Lavenna White 

Hastings, MN, 55033, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Stephanie Hill Alexander 

Richmond, IN, 47374, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Moktar Salama 

fountain valley, CA, 92708, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
April Thrash 

Fort Gibson, OK, 74434, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Catherine Bellini 

Schaumburg, IL, 60194-3512, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rosa Johnson 

Gold River, CA, 95670, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Monica Sehgal 

Orlando, FL, 32826, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Andrea Prieto 

Boca Raton, FL, 33428, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Ruth Vasquez 

Austin, TX, 78654, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Sabrina Davis 

Clover, SC, 29710, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Teri Jones 

Perkasie, PA, 18944, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
tammy wedlock 

three rivers, MI, 49093, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
L Phillips 

Independence, MO, 64055, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
James Stinson 

North Augusta, SC, 29841, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Collin Rupp 

Monett, MO, 65708, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Joe Taylor 

Denver, CO, 80249, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Chris Gartland 

Parker, CO, 80134, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kate Kennealy 

Palos Hills, IL, 60465, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Karelia Guerra 

Miami, FL, 33155, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Tasia Guiter 

Dubuque, IA, 52001, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Brian Kinney 

Minneapolis, MN, 55419, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jaime Letterman 

High Point, NC, 27260, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Amy Holderness 

Brooklyn, NY, 11218, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jasmine Ware 

Arlington, VA, 22204, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Annette Holley 

Saint Louis, MO, 63112, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Anabel Canas 

Leesburg, VA, VA, 20175, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Shelia Carter 

Mtairy, NC, 27030, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michael Wilson 

Highland Park, MI, 48203, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Debbie Jock 

Sebring, FL, 33875, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Linda Holl 

San Francisco, CA, 94132, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
maura donovan 

HAVERHILL, MA, 01835, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Teresa Jones 

Lyons Falls, NY, 13368, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Katerina Pokrovskaya 

Barnstable, MA, 02601, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
joseph saportas 

Seminole, FL, 33776, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Betty Horton 

Myrtle Beach, SC, 29577, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Betsy Magladry 

Novato, CA, 94945, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Evelyn Lopez 

Dade City, FL, 33525, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Kaydn Marshall 

Kentwood, MI, 49512, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
George Sanroman 

Boca Raton, FL, 33432, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Mary Morris 

Annapolis, MD, 21401, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Orval Roller 

Paragould, AR, 72450, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Michael Friedmann 

BRONX, NY, 10461, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Rick Hendricks 

Olympia, WA, 98501, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Marisa Melrose 

Los Angeles, CA, 90013, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Connie Dapolito 

Savannah, NY, 13146, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
JeU Weiner 

Miami, FL, 33156, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Bobbie Powell 

Yardley, PA, 19067, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
leland bellot 

Placentia, CA, 92870, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Maryann Sims 

Lakewood, CO, 80228, US



As a national park advocate, I support the Forest Service's vision to protect old-growth 
forests. 
 
Seventy-six national parks are adjacent to lands managed by the Forest Service, so 
what happens on those lands impacts parks. Protecting old-growth forests just outside 
of park landscapes helps our parks become more resilient in the face of climate change, 
helps protect vital water sources for millions of people, and helps protect habitat for 
species that move in and out of park boundaries. 
 
I would, however, like to see the rule strengthened in a few key ways: 
 
The amendment needs to extend substantially similar protections to forests identified as 
potential future old-growth in the Adaptative Strategy for Old Growth Forest 
Conservation as are provided to the forests already identified as old-growth. 
 
Standard 1, which was included in the previous Notice of Intent, has been omitted and 
must be restored to achieve the goals of making our forests more resilient to wildfire 
while also ensuring they are ecologically intact. This standard will ensure that 
management practices that degrade old-growth quality are explicitly prohibited. 
 
A one-size-fits-all approach cannot necessarily encompass the diversity of all forest 
needs. For example, proactive stewardship is not always the answer and sometimes, in 
moist forests, passive stewardship is a more responsible model. We urge the final plan 
to consider passive stewardship as an option in addition to proactive management. 
 
Thank you, 
Jessica dixon 

Atlanta, GA, 30312, US

 


